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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 addresses a classical topic in the theory of polynomials by revisiting the Eneström–Kakeya Theorem and providing alternative proofs for a meaningful variant. By establishing the equivalence between the proposed variant and the strict Eneström–Kakeya Theorem, the authors contribute to a clearer conceptual understanding of the result. The paper is of interest to researchers working in complex analysis, algebra, and the geometry of polynomials. Its concise nature and focus on equivalence and generalization make it a useful
reference for further theoretical developments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It is concise and appropriate for a short mathematical note.
	

	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 generally clear and informative. However, it could benefit from a brief sentence explicitly stating the main equivalence result and its significance, to better emphasize the contribution beyond the presentation of alternative proofs.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The arguments presented in the manuscript appear to be mathematically sound. The proofs are logically structured, and the results are consistent with known properties of the Eneström–Kakeya Theorem and its extensions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are appropriate and include the foundational works related to the Eneström–Kakeya Theorem. Given the classical nature of the topic, the lack of very recent references is acceptable. No essential references
appear to be missing.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly publication. Minor grammatical and stylistic refinements could improve readability, particularly in the historical discussion in the introduction.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript would benefit from a brief concluding remark summarizing the implications of the equivalence result and possible directions for future research.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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