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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.
	Dual Generalized Pandita Numbers are significant because they extend number systems to handle duality and generalized sequences in one framework. They help model coupled or infinitesimal quantities, which appear in physics, engineering, and kinematics. Such numbers provide new algebraic tools for solving differential equations and transformation problems. They also enrich abstract
mathematics by linking number theory, algebra, and applied mathematical modeling.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes.
May be improved as:
A study on Dual Generalized Pandita Numbers
	

	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.
	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Some suggestions:
i) Title is Dual Generalized Pandita Numbers and in abstract first line contains term generalized dual Pandita numbers. This is considered inconsistent. The sequence of words dual and generalized must be same throughout the paper.
ii) On page 5, last two lines, in DW0 and DW1 , matrix notation is missing.
iii) In statement before equation 2.3, there is term nth dual dual Pandita numbers and nth dual dual Pandita Lucas numbers. Many places the term dual dual is used. The dual word occurring twice is non- standard and mathematically unjustified.
iv) In proof of Corollary 9, it is used theorem 9 term. It should be corollary 9, as there is no theorem 9 in paper. Theorem 9 term is used in some other places too.
v) In section 5: linear sum , the first line contains typomistake “negatif" subscripts.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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