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	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 examines cyclotomic polynomials, which are useful in algebra and coding theory. Knowing the zeros of these polynomials can help in designing cyclic codes and error-correcting codes, which are essential in digital communication and data storage. The detailed examples presented in the paper may guide other researchers in finding new results or if the conjecture is proven, it could provide a useful tool for constructing generator polynomials and improving coding algorithms.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally suitable because it explains the main topic of the paper. However, it could be more precise if it mentions the specific cases studied. Here, q is the size of the finite field Fq  and n is the degree of cyclotomic polynomial. A suggested alternative title could be:
“Zeros of Linear Factors of Cyclotomic Polynomials y^n -1 Over Galois Fields Fq for q ≤ 37 and n ≥ 2”

	

	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 partially comprehensive. It provides a general idea of the topic and the focus on cyclotomic polynomials, their linear factors, and zeros over Galois fields. But it lacks some important details that would make it fully informative. For example, it does not specify the range of q and n studied (e.g., q≤37, n≥2), which would help the reader understand the scope and limitations of the results. Additionally, some sentences are grammatically incorrect or slightly unclear, which affects overall readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is mostly scientifically correct. The examples and calculations about cyclotomic polynomials and their zeros over finite fields appear accurate. However, the paper studies only limited cases (e.g. q≤37, n≥2) and does not provide formal proofs for the conjectures. Some notations are inconsistent, and the presentation could be clearer. Overall, the work is interesting and useful, but it needs more rigor to be fully reliable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include essential works but adding a few more recent studies would strengthen the manuscript. Also, the reference list has formatting inconsistencies that should be corrected.
	

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


	The article has several grammatical errors that need correction. Overall, the content is understandable, but careful proofreading is required to make it suitable for scholarly communication.
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