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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title appropriately reflects the main content and scope of the manuscript.

However, for improved clarity, the following alternative may be considered:
Suggested title:

Spectral and Energy Analysis of the Bishop Hypergraph Derived from the 8×8 Chessboard
	

	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 generally describes the objective and methodology of the study. However, several improvements are recommended:

Quantitative findings (such as computed energies or spectral observations) may be briefly included.

The practical implication mentioned in the introduction could be summarized more concisely.

Overall, the abstract is adequate but can be strengthened by emphasizing key outcomes and contributions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is mathematically structured and logically organized. Definitions of the Bishop graph, hypergraph construction, and matrix representations are presented consistently. The spectral analysis using adjacency, Laplacian, and Seidel matrices follows accepted approaches in spectral graph theory.

Nevertheless, several issues should be addressed:

Some theoretical justifications rely mainly on numerical computation without sufficient analytical discussion.

The distinction between the Bishop graph and Bishop hypergraph should be clarified more rigorously.

A short validation or verification explanation of numerical eigenvalue computation using Python should be added.

Thus, the manuscript is scientifically sound but requires clarification in methodological explanations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cover classical literature related to graph energy and spectral graph theory. However:

Several references appear relatively old.

Recent studies (last 5–8 years) on spectral hypergraphs or chessboard graphs should be added.

More citations related specifically to hypergraph spectral theory are recommended.

Hence, references are acceptable but should be updated.
	

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