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PART 1: Comments

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

	
	
	Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review
	
	

	
	
	comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	
	

	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 paper contributes to the ongoing study of geometric flows and soliton theory in Sasakian geometry. By extending Ricci-Yamabe soliton structures to Sasakian
manifolds with general affine connections (beyond the Levi-Civita case), the authors unify several known results and provide new characterizations under curvature conditions such as Ricci pseudosymmetry and Ricci semi- symmetry. The work is important because it broadens the scope of soliton theory, offering tools that may be useful in both pure mathematics and mathematical physics. It will be of interest to researchers working on contact geometry,     geometric     flows,     and     non-standard
connections.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is suitable and informative. It clearly reflects the content and scope of the paper. No change needed.
	







	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 generally comprehensive, but it is dense. I suggest simplifying the language slightly and highlighting the main results more explicitly. For example, the abstract could state in clearer terms which new characterizations are obtained and how they generalize existing results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct. The derivations  are  consistent,  and  the  results  align  with
established methods in Sasakian geometry and soliton theory. Proofs are presented in a logical manner, though some steps are condensed and could benefit from additional explanation for clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient
and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include both classical works (Hamilton, Tanno, Golab) and more recent studies (Biswas, Baishya, Siddiki, Akyol). They are relevant and properly cited. A few more recent references (2023–2025)
on Ricci-Yamabe solitons in contact geometry could be added to strengthen the literature review.
	







	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is understandable but somewhat technical and occasionally awkward. Minor grammatical corrections and smoother phrasing would improve readability. For example, sentences like “the beauty of such connection lies in the fact…” could be rephrased in a more formal academic style.
	

	Optional/General comments
	•	The  paper  is  mathematically  sound  but  could benefit from a stronger conclusion section that summarizes the main contributions and outlines possible future directions.
[bookmark: _GoBack]•	Some  proofs  are  compressed;  expanding  them slightly would make the paper more accessible to readers not already familiar with the technical background.
•	Figures or schematic diagrams illustrating the role of	different   connections   (quarter-symmetric, Tanaka-Webster,  Zamkovoy,  etc.)  could  help
readers visualize the relationships.
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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 details)
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