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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.


	This manuscript examines a significant convergence of differential geometry and mathematical physics through the study of Ricci solitons on (α,β,γ)-paracontact manifolds. The research significantly advances the area by introducing novel characterizations of Ricci pseudosymmetric and Ricci semisymmetric structures by the examination of diverse curvature tensors (Riemann, W₀, W₁*, and W₇).


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Symmetry Analysis of (α;β;γ)-Paracontact Manifolds" is acceptable and clearly shows what the manuscript is about. It appropriately describes the main topic, which is looking into the symmetry qualities (Ricci pseudosymmetry and Ricci semisymmetry) of (α,β,γ)-paracontact manifolds. The title is short, related to the math topic, and correctly names the geometric structures that are being looked at.


	

	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 is mostly complete and does a good job of explaining the important points. It makes it apparent that the study looks into Ricci solitons utilizing certain curvature tensors and that it looks at the criteria for Ricci pseudosymmetry and Ricci semisymmetry.The abstract may make it obvious that this study builds on results from (α,β)-paracontact manifolds to the more generic (α,β,γ) situation, since this is a clear new idea.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript seems to be scientifically sound in the way it develops its math. The Authors: Clearly specify the mathematical structures and set up the essential groundwork (Section 2).Give comprehensive proofs for formal definitions and theorems. Add a specific example (Example 1) that shows how the abstract ideas work in three dimensions.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	For a specialized theoretical mathematics publication, the reference list has 16 citations, which is a good number. The references are well-balanced between the basic works on paracontact geometry and Ricci soliton theory.


	

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


	The quality of English is generally good enough for academic communication, although there are some areas that need work.


	

	Optional/General comments


	A native English speaker or a professional editor should read through and edit the whole thing carefully. This would make the presentation much better, especially in the introductory and discussion sections. The math is good, but the language may use some work to make it easier for people from other countries to understand.

The manuscript offers robust novel theoretical research on Ricci solitons and symmetry features in (α,β,γ)-paracontact manifolds, contributing significantly to differential geometry through four well-structured theorems and a specific example. The scientific process adheres to established norms, the proofs are mathematically rigorous, and no ethical difficulties, instances of plagiarism, or conflicts of interest have been detected.

The main math material is good enough to be published, but the language has to be improved, the references need to be updated, and the presentation needs to be better. The theoretical contributions warrant reevaluation following revision instead of dismissal.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no major ethical issues with this manuscript. The study is a theoretical mathematical look at geometric constructions that doesn't involve people, animals, or private information. There are no suggestions in the study for actions, processes, or applications that may raise ethical problems.
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