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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.
	The manuscript presents correct and meaningful theoretical results on Dual Generalized Pandita Numbers and contributes to the study of special number sequences. However, minor improvements in language clarity, presentation, and inclusion of recent references are recommended to enhance the overall quality.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes.
	

	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 summarizes the objective and scope of the work reasonably well.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are relevant and appropriate for the topic. However, most of them are classical, and the manuscript would benefit from including a few more recent references (2020–2025) .
· Srivastava, H. M., & Özarslan, M. A.Some generalized number sequences and their properties.
Applied Mathematics and Computation, 2020.
· Pathan, M. A., & Khan, W. A.A new class of generalized number sequences and related identities.
Journal of Integer Sequences, 2021.
	

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

	Optional/General comments
	· Incorrect subject–verb agreement, e.g., “The results shows” instead of “The results show.”
· Missing articles, e.g., “Let G be graph” instead of “Let G be a graph.”
· Inconsistent verb tense, e.g., “We define the sequence and obtained the result” instead of “We define the sequence and obtain the result.”
· Improper sentence construction, e.g., “Which gives the result clearly.” (sentence fragment).
· Punctuation errors, especially missing commas after introductory phrases and before conjunctions.
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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? 
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