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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.


	In order to determine the conditions under which para-Sasakian manifolds become Einstein or 𝜂η-Einstein, the manuscript examines a number of generalized curvature tensors on these manifolds. The work is pertinent to differential geometers since para-Sasakian geometry is an active field of study related to paracontact metric geometry and semi-Riemannian structures. Themes from previous works on curvature conditions and geometric characterizations are expanded upon and unified by the results. Future research on geometric structures and their applications may benefit from the extra correlations among curvature tensors that the manuscript offers.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “On the acts of Wi curvature tensors in Para-Sasakian Manifolds,” communicates the general topic but contains grammatical issues.
Suggested alternatives:

· “On the Action of [image: image2.png]


Curvature Tensors on Para-Sasakian Manifolds”
· “Geometric Properties of Para-Sasakian Manifolds Defined by [image: image4.png]


Curvature Tensors”

	

	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 primary goals are outlined in the abstract, along with a brief description of the many kinds of curvature tensors that were examined. But it is unclear on the key conclusions.
Suggested enhancements:

Summarize the final geometric characterizations in one or two sentences (e.g., which curvature criteria imply Einstein or 𝜂η-Einstein structures).

Eliminate superfluous words and enhance clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript seems to follow accepted differential geometry norms and be mathematically correct. The proofs use the curvature identities to correctly manipulate expressions and rely on known structural identities of para-Sasakian manifolds. But:

Typographical problems can be found in certain proofs (e.g., inconsistent notation: V appears unexpectedly in a few equations).

For readability, a few of lengthy equations may be reformatted.

The results appear to be sound overall, but they need a few little adjustments for consistency in notation and clarity.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources are sufficient and cover current research until 2024.
Suggested enhancements:

Check for consistent formatting (some items don't have issue or page numbers).

For generalized curvature tensors, think about including more foundational references.


	

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


	For consistency, grammar, and clarity, the book requires a moderate amount of language editing.

The introduction contains a few lengthy and challenging-to-read sentences.

Overall, the mathematical expressions are formatted correctly.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· A summary of the results in the conclusion section would enhance the flow.

· Certain definitions reiterate well-known facts; think about simplifying.

· Make sure every symbol has a definition when it first appears.
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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? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues are apparent. The work is theoretical and does not involve experiments, human subjects, or data misuse.
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