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	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.


	The paper reviews the standards for implementing hydrogen tanks in air or land vehicles. The certification of wing hydrogen tank integration is not deeply analyzed. The reason for the gas hydrogen tanks implementation should be explained. The implemented standard should be defined based on the aircraft category and adequate regulations. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it is.
	

	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.


	Yes it is. 

The implemented standard should be defined based on the aircraft category and corresponding regulations. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I would recommend some modifications based on aircraft regulations in which the hydrogen tanks should be implemented.
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With adequate improvement, it has great potential.
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