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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 (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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript introduces a novel interdisciplinary approach by applying the concept of Blast Domination Number from graph theory to neural network analysis and design. Such a framework provides a powerful tool for identifying minimal influential neuron sets, which can improve the interpretability, pruning, and robustness of neural models. Its potential to enhance training efficiency, energy consumption, and fault tolerance makes it highly valuable for advancing AI systems. Overall, this work bridges theoretical graph insights with practical neural network optimization, offering significant implications for both researchers and practitioners in artificial intelligence and computational neuroscience.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Graph-Theoretic Blast Domination Number for Control and Optimization of Neural Networks

	

	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.

	  Emphasize the significance: The abstract could more explicitly state the integrating graph theory with neural network control strategies. 
  Mention methodology briefly: Including a brief note on how the analysis or experiments are conducted can add depth. 
  Highlight specific applications: Pointing out specific areas like network pruning, robustness, or interpretability would make the abstract more targeted.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	okay
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	No,   Incorporate more recent literature, especially from the last 5 years, to position the work within current trends. 
  Include references to recent applications of graph theory in neural network optimization, interpretability, and biological modeling. 
  Cite contemporary research on neural architecture search, pruning, and robustness to strengthen the manuscript’s relevance.

	

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

	
The language quality is appropriate for scholarly dissemination, but careful editing would improve its professionalism 

	

	Optional/General comments

	


Image need to draw by author it self.
	




	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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