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	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 important of this manuscript is arise from the use of the micropolar nanofluid as base fluid to explore the unsteady flow phenomenon considering both the effect of the magnetic field and the temperature gradient under such varied boundary conditions. Therefore, the study is to fulfil the gab that recognized by by the author from the studied literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is a bit disorganized and could be revised to better reflect the core idea of the manuscript.
Suggested title: Thermal Propagation effects of Hydromagnetic Micropolar Nanofluid flow over an Expanding Stagnation-Point Surface
	

	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 well written to give a comprehensive view of the manuscript. Only suggest to mention the name of the numerical method that used to obtain the numerical results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The author has made a commendable effort in drafting the manuscript in a structured and coherent scientific manner to achieve the intended objectives.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference is mostly related to the given study, and it is recommended to beef up the introduction section by adding more references. The following reference is recommended.

1. https://doi.org/10.37934/cfdl.16.12.113127 
2. https://doi.org/10.1155/2021/3754922
3. https://doi.org/10.1177/16878140211053142
It is also advisable to refer the previous study, which serves as a foundation and expands upon the current study.


	

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


	I recommend the language and the English of the article, as it is appropriate and effective for the purpose of knowledge exchange and scholarly communication among scientists and researchers. I just recommend the author to check the spelling once again and check where double word or notation is given. Like in section “Assumptions for Problem Modeling” it is written “The microrotation field id assumed” change to “The microrotation field is  assumed” 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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