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	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.


	The importance of this study lies in the analysis of two variations of the Jacobsthal Lucas numbers that are obtained by adding or subtracting a fixed value from the square of each term. This approach leads to the development of clear sum and subtraction relations, as well as Binet-like formulas for the new sequences. The study also focuses on the greatest common divisors of successive terms, revealing patterns based on the periodic nature of these divisors. These findings offer a deeper understanding of the structural and divisibility properties of sequences derived from Jacobsthal numbers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable.
	

	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 phrase "Gcd sequences" appears in the summary without clarifying what it stands for, which might make it difficult for readers unfamiliar with the term. To improve clarity, it would be helpful to introduce the concept as sequences based on common divisibility properties before using the abbreviation. Other than that, the summary presents the main contributions of the study in a clear and concise manner.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	A detailed review of this manuscript reveals that it presents interesting and valuable results. The theorems are accurately stated, the proofs are valid, and the examples effectively illustrate the underlying concepts.

    The paper needs a minor revision with respect to the following comments:
1- The results can be better presented by incorporating additional comments, simplifications, and applications.
2- The authors must clearly mention potential applications of the results. That is, this paper must be developed as accessible to a broad scientific community to be readable by mathematically advanced audience.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I found the references to be insufficient, and the following articles, which are relevant to the topic, should be included.
1- Fibonacci lacunary ideal convergence of double sequences in intuitionistic fuzzy normed linear spaces. Mathematical Sciences and Applications E-Notes, 10(3), 114–124.
2- Fibonacci lacunary statistical convergence in intuitionistic fuzzy n-normed linear space. Annals of Fuzzy Mathematics and Informatics, 20(3), 207–222.
3- On Fibonacci Ideal Convergence of Double Sequences in Intuitionistic Fuzzy Normed Linear Spaces. Turkish Journal of Mathematics and Computer Science, 11, 46–55.
4- Fibonaccı ideal convergence on intuitionistic fuzzy normed linear spaces. Fuzzy Information and Engineering, 14(3), 255–268.

5- On Certain Properties of Fibonacci Ideal Statistical Convergence for Complex Uncertain Sequences. Presented at the 6th International Conference on Innovative Academic Studies ICIAS 2025, Konya.
	

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


	English quality is suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study contains interesting ideas and in my opinion, the main results are new with correct proofs, and has a potential for researchers. I am pleased to recommend this paper for publication in Asian Research Journal of Mathematics if the authors revise the paper in the light of our suggestions, above.

    In order to be sure the readability, I should review the revised form of the paper.
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	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)

There are no ethical concerns in this manuscript. The study does not involve human or animal subjects, and all mathematical content is developed and presented in accordance with standard academic practices.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	There are no competing interest issues. The authors have no financial or personal relationships that could have influenced the work reported in this manuscript.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	There is no evidence of plagiarism in the manuscript. All the results, definitions, and proofs appear to be original or are properly cited when based on existing literature.
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	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
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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)
	8.5
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