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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript)

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance
	This paper considers spectral analysis of oscillatory double-
	

	of this manuscript for the scientific community. A
	band infinite matrices in the form of lower triangular
	

	minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	matrices.  The  investigation  is  significant  due  to  its
	

	
	application in the field of functional analysis and operator
	

	
	theory since spectral analysis of infinite matrices is essential
	

	
	in	analysing	linear	operators.	Moreover,	oscillating
	

	
	sequences with two distinct limit points make this problem
	

	
	relevant  as  far  as  fine  spectrum  is  concerned.  The
	

	
	contribution made by this study is remarkable owing to new
	

	
	insights gained into fine spectra, which is an emerging field
	

	
	of research.
	



PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Title clarity: 5 (Excellent) - Clear and specific
	


Review Form (Research)
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	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Abstract comprehensiveness: 4 (Good) - Well-written, but could mention applications briefly
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Keywords: 4 (Good) - Specific, however, it could benefit from additional inclusion of "functional analysis"
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Background information: 5 (Excellent) - Comprehensive
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Objectives of research: 5 (Excellent) - Stated clearly
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Literature review: 4 (Good) - Pertinent, although recent citations after 2022 should be included
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Methodology: 5 (Excellent) - Sound and relevant
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Ethical issues: N/A - Not pertinent
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Clearly stated results: 5 (Excellent) - Present logically
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Tables/figures: 4 (Good) - Clear Table 1, but more illustrative figures could be included
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Discussion: 4 (Good) - Related to literature but could include further discussion
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Conclusions: 5 (Excellent) - Supported by data
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	Limitations: 3 (Satisfactory) - Not discussed explicitly
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor
N/A = Not Applicable
	References: 4 (Good) - Pertinent, but somewhat old; some newer citations could be mentioned
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale:
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor
N/A = Not Applicable
	Language clarity: 4 (Good) - Clear, although needs some grammatical improvements
	



PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

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

	Is the title of the article suitable?
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Suitability of the title: Yes, appropriate.
	



	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Comprehensiveness of the abstract: Generally good but might consider mentioning some possible uses for physics or numerical methods.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct?
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Scientific accuracy: Yes, the proofs are rigorous.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent?
(YES or NO)
If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	Adequacy of references: Adequate but would benefit from adding additional references (2023-2025).
	

	[bookmark: _GoBack]Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
	Ethical considerations: None found.
	


PART 3

	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):

	
	Author’s Feedback

	The manuscript has mathematical rigor and makes valuable contributions to spectral theory. Some editing may be necessary to enhance readability, update citations, and
consider the constraints. The paper can be accepted for publication following minor edits.
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