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Title: "On Some Results Involving Many Variable Functions of
Hardy Integral Inequalities"

Here are my comments and suggestions.

The manuscript is poorly structured and lacks clarity, making it
challenging to follow the main arguments. The writing quality is
significantly below the expected academic standard, with
numerous grammatical errors, inconsistent terminology, and
unclear explanations. At this stage, the article is not readable and
requires substantial revisions to improve its coherence, logical
flow, and overall readability. The issues are so extensive that it is
difficult to point out all the mistakes individually; therefore, |
strongly recommend a thorough revision before resubmission.

1. The equations are not properly aligned with the page layout.
Please revise them for better clarity and presentation.

2. The author should use the correct punctuation marks when
starting a new line.

3. The author should use the appropriate format for writing
corollaries, theorems, and proofs to ensure consistency and clarity
throughout the manuscript.

4. | recommend that the author review some articles with well-




structured formats and write the paper according to the journal's

prescribed format to improve the overall presentation.

5. The references should be formatted according to the journal's

guidelines.

6. At this stage, it is challenging for me to provide any positive

feedback on this manuscript.

All the best,
Reviewer
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