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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 makes a significant contribution to fixed-point theory by extending the classical Banach contraction principle to complete 2-metric spaces, thereby broadening the theoretical foundation of nonlinear analysis. By establishing uniqueness results and common fixed-point theorems for weakly commuting mappings, it strengthens the analytical tools available for studying generalized metric structures and operator equations. The results enhance the applicability of fixed-point methods to advanced mathematical models arising in differential equations, functional analysis, and related interdisciplinary research areas.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Common Fixed-Point Theorems in Complete 2-Metric Space” is generally appropriate because it clearly reflects the main focus of the manuscript, establishing common fixed-point results in complete 2-metric spaces.  However,  a more gramartically error free  should be “Common Fixed-Point Theorems in Complete 2-Metric Spaces.”


	

	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 very clear. It more precise, concise, and explicit about the main hypotheses would significantly improve its scholarly quality and make it more compelling for publication.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conceptually aligned with fixed-point theory, and its intended results are mathematically plausible. However,  the authors should carefuuly check the following:

· Incomplete definitions,

· Missing mathematical expressions,

· Omitted proof steps,

· Notational truncations,

· Lack of justification in key arguments

For instance, in Definition 2.2 the authors should check and rewrite it formly. 

There is no clear definition between commuting mapping and contraction mapping.

In Thoerem 3.1, the authors claim that 2 alpha +2 beta+gamma lives in [0,1) there is no justification for this. At what intervals do alpha, beta and gamma belong to? 
Thoerem 3.3 rephrease this statement.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	So while the references are relevant, they are not sufficiently recent papers. 
Lack of Recent Literature (last 10–15 years)
The list does not include many recent articles on 2-metric, G-metric, partial metric, or modular metric spaces, which are closely related. This missing context makes it harder for readers to see the current state of the field.

Suggested references:

Fixed-point theory in modern contexts
1 V. Berinde,
“Iterative Approximation of Fixed Points,” Springer, 2007
— Comprehensive treatment of iteration methods which relates to your proofs.

2 Nwawuru, F. O., Ezeora, J. N., ur Rehman, H., & Yao, J. C. (2025). Self-adaptive subgradient extragradient algorithm for solving equilibrium and fixed point problems in hilbert spaces. Numerical Algorithms, 1-39.
3 A. Hussain et al.,
“Common fixed point theorems in generalized contractive type mappings,” Journal of Inequalities and Applications, 2015.
4 Nwawuru, F.O., Narain, O.K., Dilshad, M. et al. Splitting method involving two-step inertial for solving inclusion and fixed point problems with applications. Fixed Point Theory Algorithms Sci Eng 2025, 8 (2025). https://doi.org/10.1186/s13663-025-00781-w
5 H. Aydi & K. Abodayeh,
“Common fixed point results for new contractive mappings in metric and generalized metric spaces,” Acta Math. Acad. Paed., 2018/2020



	

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


	The manuscript presents meaningful mathematical ideas, but its English language quality is below the standard required for scholarly publication. It contains grammatical errors, incomplete sentences, inconsistent terminology, and formatting issues. Substantial language editing, careful proofreading, and improved academic phrasing are necessary to ensure clarity, precision, and professional presentation.

Instances includes: Repetition and Informal Structure
The proofs contain repetitive phrases such as:

· “Now we prove that…”

· “Again, choose…”

· “Continue in this manner…”


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has a reasonable mathematical structure and relevant topic in fixed-point theory; however, it contains incomplete definitions, missing mathematical expressions, insufficient proof details, notational inconsistencies, limited recent references, and significant language issues. The deficiencies are repairable, but substantial revision in rigor, clarity, formatting, and scholarly presentation is required before it can be considered for publication.
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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
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