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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript)

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback


	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 contributes to the scientific community by advancing the study of nonlinear higher-order elliptic equations, specifically p-biharmonic problems with Navier boundary conditions. The use of Morse theory, critical point theory, and the G-link theorem provides a robust variational framework for establishing existence and multiplicity results under general growth and spectral assumptions. In particular, the extension of asymptotic noncrossing conditions between consecutive eigenvalues enriches the existing theory and offers new analytical tools for related nonlinear problems. Moreover, the results have potential relevance for further developments in nonlocal and fractional differential equations, as well as in variational methods involving generalized operators.
	




PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable


	3
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	1
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	2
	




PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment


Technical Evaluation
The mathematical framework is correct and standard tools such as Sobolev embeddings, Ljusternik–Schnirelman theory, and critical point arguments are properly used. The proofs are generally rigorous.
However, several improvements are recommended:
1. The proof of Lemma 2.7 should be shortened and clarified. 
2. The introduction should better emphasize the novelty compared to existing results. 
3. Minor grammatical and typographical errors should be corrected. 
Conclusion
The manuscript is mathematically sound and suitable for publication after minor revision. The relation to the author’s previous works (A–L) is clear and should be explicitly emphasized in the revised manuscript to strengthen the contribution.


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


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	No
The authors should include the following references:
Relation to the Literature and Author’s Contributions
The manuscript is strongly connected with the author’s previous research line. In particular, the following works should be explicitly cited and integrated into the introduction:
· Works (A,B,C) on special functions and generalized analytic structures
(A) (http://dx.doi.org/10.2478/ijmce-2025-0013)

(B) (https://doi.org/10.2478/amns.2020.1.00014)


(C) (https://doi.org/10.17776/csj.1005486)

· Work (D,E,F) on integral transform techniques and operator-theoretic methods
(D) (https://doi.org/10.2478/ijmce-2023-0004)
(E) (http://dx.doi.org/10.18514/MMN.2025.4509)
(F) (http://dx.doi.org/10.18514/MMN.2023.4099)
· Work (G,H,I) on fractional operators and nonlocal differential equations
(G) (https://doi.org/10.18514/MMN.2024.4326)
(H) (https://doi.org/10.22034/cmde.2023.55800.2325)
(I) (https://doi.org/10.31801/cfsuasmas.1144644)
· Work (J,K,L) on p-biharmonic equations and extensions of variational methods
(J) (https://doi.org/10.1515/dema-2025-0111)
(K) (https://doi.org/10.1007/s00526-023-02468-9)
(L) (https://doi.org/10.1515/ms-2022-0046)
These works provide a unified analytical background for the present study, particularly in:
· the application of generalized special functions in nonlinear analysis, 
· the use of integral transforms for spectral and compactness properties, 
· and the relationship between fractional/nonlocal operators and p-biharmonic type problems. 
Therefore, the current manuscript can be viewed as a natural continuation of these research directions.

	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	no
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