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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 (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 manuscript structure is well organized.

The paper includes mathematical equations.

Simulation plots are presented as part of the analyses.

A conclusion section is included; however, it requires further enhancement.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Transient Fault Analysis on 330 kV Transmission Networks Using SVM and ANN: A Case Study of the Onitsha–New Haven Line.
In the title the term “Analysis” should be changed to “Analyses”. Since this manuscript talks about more than one analysis.
	

	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.


	The abstract begins with the term 'thesis,' which creates ambiguity regarding the nature of the manuscript. It is unclear whether it is a research article, a study-based review, or a project report.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The author needs to provide a correlation between the mathematical equations and simulation results. 

Table 4, findings should be clear and properly discussed.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The introduction and literature sections lack up-to-date references and the problem statement at the end is not specified.
The author is expected to derive the problem statement from the study context and clearly define the specific objectives of the work.
	

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


	The construction of the English language needs to be improved. Check and correct any grammatical, spelling, or typographical errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript primarily focuses on fault detection; however, it lacks a detailed discussion on this aspect. Additionally, the proposed results do not demonstrate improvements over the current state-of-the-art methods (see Table 4).
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