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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 paper’s contribution lies in its computational approach using ANSYS (Fluent + Modal modules) to assess the intrinsic vibration modes under different gate openings and fluid conditions. While the subject matter is well-known, the detailed mode shape analysis at multiple opening degrees adds valuable insight.


	

	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.


	The abstract is ok
	

	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.
	# Authors mentioned very minimum references. Incorporate more recent literature to position the work better within the current state of research.


	

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


	# English grammar and sentences are not very clear. Improvement in grammar and sentence structure for clarity should be done rigorously.


	

	Optional/General comments


	# In the whole manuscript model validation is missing. There are no experimental and/or earlier theoretical point of comparison that could support the reliability of the simulation.

# Boundary setting is briefly discussed, but the size of computational grid, the convergence criterion, and the computation setting in Fuent/ANSYS are not specifically stated.

# It is OK to use only the first 6 modes, but the rationale for choosing 6 modes should be mentioned briefly.

# Overuse of similar definitions (such as “the deformation varies from the cross-section at mid-span to both sides”) which can be found in almost every mode shape description.

# Headings and subheadings should be consistently formatted.

# The manuscript describes quantitative results very clearly, but statistical or comparative error analysis (if applicable) is missing.
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