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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.


	In this work, the author/s generalize/s certain results from the existing literature. Specifically, they establish a coincidence point theorem for weakly decreasing mappings of type A in CM-spaces (Cone Metric Spaces), where the cone is not necessarily normal. These findings extend and improve several well-known recent results in the literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes
	

	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 too brief and does not fully capture the scope of the paper. Consider adding more details.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically correct, but it follows the same ordinary steps for proving results rather than introducing a new technique. However, it still adds to the existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author/s cited only one article from a recent study. I recommend adding some recent work in this direction.
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper contributes well to the literature, but I suggest the author/s address the following comments.
1. In Definition 1.1, change 'of B .The' to 'of B. The'. Similarly, please check for and correct similar typos throughout the paper.
2. Please include and present the main results of reference [14] for better context and comparison.
3. The introduction section needs modification for better clarity and structure. Consider improving the flow of ideas andnov clearly stating the motivation.
4. In the first result, before equation (5), you stated: 'Since \( \{ f(x_n) \} \) is a non-increasing sequence in \( X \), then \( f(x_n) \succeq f(v) \) for all \( n \in \mathbb{N} \), then by (1) we have...'. However, this is not correct. The inequality \( f(x_n) \succeq f(v) \) for all \( n \) may not hold in every situation. It is valid if \( f \) is weakly decreasing, but without this assumption, the sequence \( \{ f(x_n) \} \) may not always stay above \( f(v) \). Consider clarifying under what conditions this holds.

5. The display of some inequalities is not well-formatted. Please modify them for better readability and clarity.
6. Theoretical work alone is not sufficient for strong research. Please include at least one example to illustrate the main result.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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