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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.


	1. This manuscript contributes to the scientific community by clarifying and strengthening a classical result in the theory of polynomial zeros through a rigorous analysis of a meaningful variant of the Eneström–Kakeya Theorem. 
2. The paper deepens conceptual understanding and improves the logical cohesion of existing results. 
3. The work also highlights how seemingly distinct formulations are mathematically identical, 
4. Corollaries are  related to the main Theorems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and appropriate for a short research 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 clear and accurate, but it is slightly minimal and could be strengthened to better reflect the full value of the manuscript. At present, it states what is done (two proofs and an equivalence result) but gives less indication of why this matters or how the results fit into the broader theory.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the material presented, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and mathematically consistent.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Based on the concept The references cover the original theorem and early developments, but the literature on generalizations and variants has grown significantly
	

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


	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication, particularly for a mathematics journal. The exposition is clear, formal, and consistent with the conventions of mathematical writing. Technical terms are used correctly, and the logical flow of arguments is easy to follow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript is well written, mathematically sound, and presents its results in a clear and logically structured manner. 
2. The topic is appropriate for a research note and makes a meaningful contribution by clarifying the relationship between a variant of the Eneström–Kakeya Theorem and its strict form. 
3. The inclusion of historical context is a particular strength, as it situates the mathematical results within their proper scholarly lineage.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are apparent in this manuscript
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