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	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.


	The study analyses a Crab-Type MEMS accelerometer for high sensitivity applications. A fraction of improvement in performance because of design alterations will benefit the industry in a huge level and hence the study is important.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Abstract is comprehensive. No addition or deletion is required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

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

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The work looks like original and hence can be considered for publication.
1. It has been mentioned that “The proof mass dimensions are carefully selected to provide sufficient inertial response while maintaining a compact form factor”. But no discussion is made in terms of inertial or form factor calculation.

2. Selection of geometrical parameters in Section 3.1 is not justified

3. Values on Figure 3 is not clear. Frequency value from COMSOL can be mentioned in the text.

4. Resonance frequency calculation of the structure is not included

No mention about the mesh analysis and mesh details
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