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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Actually, the author should mention the importance of this manuscript in conclusion or any other section. Apart this, in my opinion this type of manuscript help to study the behaviour of invariant submanifolds under some different operators. This manuscript is a cultivation of https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2405.06913.  In future, readers can get a brief idea about the relation of totally geodesic and the structure function of the various types of manifold structures. Author should clearly mention all this necessary significance in his/her work.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In my opinion, the title of the article may be considered appropriate. Also if author think, then the length of the title may be  shorter.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract should be written in more healthy and comprehensive way. What is the main goal of this manuscript? This types of question arise. Author should uphold some special conditions which he/she used to study this manuscript with the help of the Tachibana operator.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In my opinion, the manuscript not properly scientifically correct. What mentioned in the last paragraph of introduction and what work actually done in section 3 are not co-related. Authors must pure these issues at first.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference no. [12] not cited in this manuscript.

	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	In my point of view, there are some spelling mistake in this manuscript and some terms not mention properly like Tachibian in place of Tachibana. Author should look after in the calculation part in lemma 1.
	

	Optional/General comments


	If authors draw an example to support their results, it is better to understand for readers.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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