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	Compulsory REVISION comments

	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it delves into the intricate value distribution theory of L-functions and meromorphic functions using weighted sharing, which is a crucial aspect in complex analysis and number theory. The uniqueness results of certain linear qq-difference polynomials provide a broader understanding and extend the foundational work of researchers like W.J. Hao, J.F. Chen, and N. Mandal, contributing to the evolution of the field. By addressing the interaction between these mathematical structures and small rational functions, the paper paves the way for new insights and potential applications in differential equations and functional analysis. I appreciate the manuscript for its depth, clarity, and significant contribution to a niche yet impactful area of mathematics, though some parts may require further elaboration for broader accessibility.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	In Title author mention “L- FUNCTION”
	

	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.
	-
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	-
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This manuscript is scientifically robust due to its well-structured methodology, which includes clearly defined objectives and appropriate experimental controls. The data analysis is thorough, with results that are logically interpreted and consistent with established knowledge. Furthermore, the study provides novel insights into Value Distribution Theory, contributing valuable knowledge to the field. The use of advanced techniques and reliable references ensures its technical soundness

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	-
	

	Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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