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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 manuscript explores a system of third-order rational difference equations to determine how different sign combinations in the denominators affect solution behaviour. The authors identify four specific cases and use mathematical induction to prove that every solution is periodic with a span of twelve steps. This is important when dealing with discrete datasets, which are common in many applications, and in numerical analysis in Mathematical settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is suitable for this manuscript since it is well covered.
	

	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 comprehensive and clearly states the gap the current study addresses.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, with minor corrections or suggestions as given below. These suggestions or comments are meant to improve the manuscript:
· In Section 2, the numerical examples cite [image: ] and [image: ] as initial conditions, but throughout [image: ] and [image: ] have been used. Please use the same variables.
· The general system (1.1) introduces constants [image: ]. However, in the four specific cases analysed, these coefficients seem to be fixed as [image: ]. It should be explicitly stated if the study is limited to [image: ], or it should be stated clearly that these constants are replaced by the signs considered.
· The numerical examples use adverse initial conditions (e.g., [image: ]), but it is stated in the abstract, below eqns (1.1) and (2.1), that the results hold for "positive initial conditions". This is a significant contradiction that must be resolved or explained before publication.
· Avoid using phrases like “It is easy to see" or "Similarly, one can easily obtain..." since not everything will be easy for the reader. These phrases have been mostly used, e.g. check the last two sentences of page 4.
· The manuscript mentions that denominators must be non-zero. A brief discussion or a Lemma defining the "Forbidden Set" (the set of initial conditions that lead to a division by zero) would add significant value to the qualitative analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It will be great to have many recent references if that is possible with the current study. Otherwise, everything is fine.
	


Review Form 3


Created by: DR
Checked by: PM
Approved by: MBM
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The is suitable for the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments
	
	




	PART 2:

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
None detected
	Thank you.
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