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	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 studies the spectral properties of a Rook hypergraph derived from the classical 8×8 chessboard. By constructing adjacency, Laplacian, and Seidel matrices and computing their eigenvalues and energies, the paper contributes to the ongoing research in spectral graph theory and hypergraph analysis. Chessboard-based graphs provide useful combinatorial models and can serve as benchmark structures for theoretical investigations. The results presented in the paper highlight the symmetry and regularity of the Rook hypergraph and may provide a reference point for further studies on generalized chessboard graphs or hypergraphs.
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	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.


	Need to add
explicitly mentioning the main numerical results
• highlighting the novelty of the study

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	However, several aspects require improvement:

• Some derivations are descriptive rather than rigorous.
• Certain claims are stated without formal proofs.
• The distinction between the Rook graph and Rook hypergraph should be clarified more carefully.
• The block structure of the adjacency matrix should be explained in a clearer mathematical form.
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