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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 of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may 
be required for this part.
	The manuscript presents a useful extension of existing results on absolute matrix summability factors and is generally well organized. The proofs follow a coherent structure, and the topic is suitable for the journal. Nevertheless, I recommend that the authors consider the following points before publication:

	



PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback (Revision of the Manuscript and Feedback of Authors are mandatory for Rating of 2 and 1)

	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
	NA
	

	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
	The introduction would benefit from a clearer explanation of the precise Theorem 2 in comparison with previously published factor theorems. A more detailed discussion of the advancement achieved by the present result would help readers better appreciate its contribution.

The authors should provide a more detailed comparison between Theorem 2 and the earlier results cited in the literature. A short remark explaining which assumptions have been weakened and which classes of series are additionally covered would strengthen the paper.

	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	
	

	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
	Some steps in the proof of Theorem 2 are presented rather briefly. In particular, several transitions after the application of Abel's transformation and Hölder's inequality would benefit from additional intermediate details for the convenience of readers.


The role of conditions (9)–(13) should be discussed more thoroughly. It would be useful to explain whether these assumptions are standard in the literature or whether any of them can be relaxed without affecting the validity of the theorem.

	

	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
	The conclusion section is relatively short. The paper would be improved by including a brief discussion of possible extensions, related summability methods, or open problems arising from the obtained theorem.

A careful proofreading is recommended. Although the manuscript is generally readable, there are minor stylistic and presentation issues, and several sentences could be refined to improve clarity and mathematical exposition.


	

	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
	Nowadays, the applications of sequences of numbers and sequences of functions play  an  important  role  in  many  areas  of  mathematics  and  applied  sciences.
	

	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
	NA
	

	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
	NA
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	NA
	

	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


	NA
	

	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
	NA
	

	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
	NA
	

	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
	NA
	

	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
	Therefore, I recommend that the authors discuss these applications in more detail, particularly in the Introduction section, to better motivate the study. The authors may also consider adding several recent papers related to applications of sequences and function sequences to strengthen the literature review.

"Novel Sequence Spaces via Tribonacci and Lacunary Sequences: Theoretical Insights, Structural    Properties,    and    Neural    Network    Comparison."    Fractals    (2026).
 htt ps:/ /doi .org/10.1142/S0218348X26400724 




"Integrating  Bessel-type  summability  and  artificial  neural  networks  for  sequence classification."   Modeling   Earth   Systems   and   Environment   12,   no.   1   (2026):
47.   htt ps:/ /doi .org/10.1007/s4 0808 -025-02683-7 




"Applications  of  Lucas  sequences  in  convergence  and  signal  processing."  Scientific
Reports (2026).  htt ps:/ /doi .org/10.1038/ s41598 -026 -43030-9 




"Bessel statistical convergence: New concepts and applications in sequence theory." PLoS
One 19, no. 11 (2024): e0313273.   htt ps:/ /doi .org/10.1371/j ournal.pone.0313273 




"Novel  insights  into  the  theory  of  sequence  spaces  for  fuzzy  numbers  via  Bessel functions." IEEE Access (2025).
	

	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
	NA
	




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.

	NA
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	NA
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	The manuscript contains a meaningful contribution to the theory of summability and appears suitable for publication after minor revision.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	NA
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	NA
	



Reviewer details:
Ibrahim Sulaiman Ibrahim, University of Zakho, Iraq
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