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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 (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 paper introduces and studies a new equivalence relation among bounded linear operators, termed (n-m)-Square Metrically Equivalent Operators. The given definition in the paper generalizes the classical notions of metric and square metric equivalence, extending them to a broader framework that captures deeper algebraic and spectral similarities between operators. They show that this relation forms an equivalence class. The authors define the conditions under which important properties, as Bishop’s property, isoloid, and polaroid behaviors, are preserved.
This method appears interesting and leads to possible developments in Operator Theory.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title appears correct and comprehensive.
	

	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.


	I think that the abstract of the article is well-written, clear, and comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears correct, well-structured, and understandable. The subject of the manuscript appears really innovative. The Theorems, the Results and the Discussion are clearly well-defined and explained in detail. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In general, they are recent and compatible with the topic under discussion. 

	

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


	English should be improved in some parts. Phrases like "This definition generalizes both metric equivalence and n-metric equivalence, providing a flexible framework for comparing operator pairs through algebraic and spectral relationships" are correct, but could be made more simplified for readability. There are repetitions of concepts and terms, such as "metric equivalence" and "square-metric equivalence," which could be reduced to avoid redundancy.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In conclusion, we can say that the manuscript can be considered a very good work in his field. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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