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	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.


	This study provides an analysis of a two-unit redundant system with a provision for rest, employing linear differential equations to compute reliability measures. The system benefits from the introduction of rest intervals, reducing overall wear and tear. The mathematical modeling and analysis demonstrated that appropriate parameter optimization, particularly the rest rate, can effectively balance system performance and profit. The method appears interesting because it establishes a mathematical foundation for assessing system performance.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title appears correct and comprehensive.
	

	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.


	I think that the abstract of the article is well-written, clear, and comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears correct, well-structured, and understandable. The subject of the manuscript appears innovative. The model and the solution method are clearly outlined. The results and analysis are well-defined and explained in detail. 
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	In general, yes, they are sufficient and appear complete and recent.


	

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


	English could be improved in some parts. However, its level is acceptable. 
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	In conclusion, we can say that the manuscript can be considered a good work in its field. 
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