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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 chapter contributes to the ongoing development of geometric function theory, particularly the study of bi-univalent functions and their coefficient problems. The introduction of two new subclasses associated with the Salagean differential operator adds meaningful structure to the literature, especially since operator-based approaches
have become central in recent work on analytic and bi-univalent mappings. The coefficient bounds for |b_2| and |b_3| obtained here extend several known results and unify earlier findings by Srivastava, Frasin–Aouf, and others. The chapter is relevant to researchers working on differential operators, univalent function theory, and analytic inequalities, and it provides a solid foundation for future investigations such as Fekete– Szegö inequalities and Hankel determinants.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is appropriate. It accurately reflects the content and scope of the chapter. No alternative title is necessary.
	

	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 clear and well-structured. It summarizes the motivation, the introduction of new subclasses, and the main results. One minor suggestion is to slightly streamline the final sentence to improve readability, but overall the abstract is comprehensive and
does not require major changes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is mathematically sound. The definitions of the subclasses are consistent, and the derivations of the coefficient bounds follow standard techniques using the Salagean operator, inverse function expansions, and the classical lemma of Pommerenke. The proofs are logically structured and correctly apply coefficient comparisons. The results align with known special cases, which are properly recovered in the corollaries. I did not find any mathematical inconsistencies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are adequate and include both classical sources (Pommerenke, MacGregor, Chichra) and recent works (2022–2025) on Salagean-type operators and bi-univalent functions. The chapter is well-situated within the existing literature. No
essential references appear to be missing.
	




	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. A few sentences in the introduction are slightly long and could be broken into shorter statements for better flow, but the manuscript is readable and professionally written
	

	Optional/General comments
	•	The  notation  is  consistent,  though  the  authors  may  consider  adding  a  brief summary table of the subclasses for quick reference.
•	The proofs in Section 2 are correct but dense; adding a short explanatory sentence before each major step would help readers follow the logic more easily.
•	The conclusion section is concise; adding one or two sentences about potential future directions would strengthen it.
	

















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)

There are no ethical concerns. The chapter is purely theoretical and does not involve human or animal subjects.
	

	
Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	None detected.
	

	
If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No evidence of plagiarism. The chapter appears original and properly cites prior work.
	




PART 3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:

Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no com peting interest as a reviewer”




I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer.



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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