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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 manuscript introduces the concept of a Quasi S-Menger space, which provides a new structural generalization within probabilistic and S-metric frameworks.

The development of fixed-point theorems involving rational inequalities in such spaces offers meaningful extensions of existing results, including those previously established by Gupta and others. 

The theoretical advancements presented here may be valuable for researchers working in nonlinear analysis, generalized metric spaces, and applications of fixed-point theory. 

The integral analogue of the results further enhances the applicability and scope of the proposed theorems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is suitable but can be modified as- 

“Quasi S-Menger Spaces and Fixed-Point Theorems via Rational Inequalities with Applications.”
	

	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 correctly states the aim of the paper but requires major improvement in clarity and grammar.
Some points must be included:

· Correcting minor grammatical issues (“given is support” → “given in support”).

· Adding a short description of the methodology and key findings.

· Highlighting how the results generalize existing theorems.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and the definitions, lemmas, and fixed-point theorems are consistent with the established literature on Menger and S-metric spaces. The proofs logically follow from the stated assumptions, although some steps can be made more concise for readability. A few notational inconsistencies should be corrected, but the mathematical arguments themselves are valid.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but additional recent works (2021–2024) on S-metric and probabilistic metric spaces would strengthen the bibliography.
Reference [1] is not from a journal and should ideally be replaced with a peer-reviewed version, if available.
Read some references are not obliged to add them but similar type can be added special focus on latest article:

· Jleli, M. & Samet, B. (2022) – Nonlinear Analysis.

· Shukla, S. (2021) – Journal of Fixed Point Theory.

· Recent AIMS or Springer works on generalized S-metric spaces.


	

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


	The manuscript requires moderate language revision.
Issues include: Grammatical errors, Typographical mistakes, Spacing and formatting glitches, Occasional unclear sentences

A thorough proofreading is needed which will significantly improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· A concluding section summarizing contributions and future scope would enhance the paper should be added.

· Examples illustrating new definitions could be expanded for better clarity.

· Ensure symbols (ζ, η, υ) and notation remain consistent throughout I see some difference.

· Rational expression λ(t) should be formatted uniformly across sections.
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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 detail)

.
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