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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper is not clear it required below changes: 

· Abstract is not clear. 

· So many linguistic mistakes in paper like in 

· Keywords :  Graph not graph, Threshold graph not  threshold graph. 

· 1. INTRODUCTION not 1.INTRODUCTION and many more places author don’t take an attention on space.

· In note 2.1, Second line Then <a: what does it mean?

· In 3. LAPLACIAN EIGENVALUES citation required.

· Corollary 3.1 (A corollary of the previous theorem) : Where is theorem?

· There is no theorem in section 2. MAJORIZATION

· Definition 4.1 and 4.2 required citation. 

· In Theorem 4.5, (⇒)(This part of the proof is taken from Merris (1994).) No citation is there. If Merris proved in 1994 then no need to prove here.

· References are different format. 

· Final Maths paper should be make using Latex so symbols must be clear.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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