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PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
[bookmark: _GoBack]
	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 study introduces two new subclasses of bi-univalent functions, incorporating the Sălăgean differential operator to provide a smoother, more adaptable analytic description. Researchers have given estimates for the key initial coefficients, \left|b_2\right| and \left|b_3\right|. This study puts these findings together and extends a bunch
of prior results scattered across the literature. It's a solid jumping-off point for exploring topics like Fekete-Szegő
inequalities, Hankel determinants, and bounds on higher-order coefficients. Drawing on the latest from 2024 and
2025, the study shows that operator techniques remain a powerhouse for tackling coefficient challenges.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is suitable for this book chapter as it captures important details.
	

	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 comprehensive, capturing sufficient details, including the knowledge gap that has led to the current investigation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The book chapter is scientifically correct, with minor optional adjustments suggested below:

•    The manuscript mentions that this framework provides a basis for investigating Fekete-Szegő
inequalities. Given that this is a standard follow-up to coefficient bounds, adding a theorem regarding
|��3  − ����2 | for these classes would significantly increase the paper’s impact.
2
•    Section 3 (Conclusion) mentions that the study can find applications in various recent works. It would be
beneficial to briefly explain how these specific subclasses apply—for instance, if they model specific geometric constraints or relate to physical phenomena.
	

	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 the latest references for the current study.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The Language used is suitable except for the word “S˘al˘agean” which is sometimes written without those signs above the a’s (check in the title). Keep consistent in writing this word.
	

	Optional/General comments
	
	












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)

No ethical issues detected.
	

	
Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues detected.
	

	
If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism suspected.
	




PART 3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:
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PART 4: Objective Evaluation:

	Guideline
	MARKS of this manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript
( Highest: 10 Lowest: 0 )

Guideline:
Accept As It Is: (>9-10) Minor Revision: (>8-9) Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5) Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from book editorial office and editors):

	
	Author’s Feedback
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