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	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.


	This manuscript give a scientific method to precisely evaluate sheath circulating currents in XLPE cables, improving power system reliability. The outcomes provide practical value for optimizing cable design and reducing energy losses.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title should be more specific. Suggested title of the article : “Quantitative study of Sheath Circulating Currents in XLPE Cables by utilizing Cross-Bonded Grounding Systems”
	

	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 mainly comprehensive but could be enhanced by clarifying the research motivation and evaluating key results. Analysing technical terms and minimizing redundancy would improve clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, as it reveals a valid Modeling approach, using simulation tools  i.e. PSCAD/EMTDC, and compares outcomes through theoretical and simulated results.
	

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

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


	Yes, the language quality is good.
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	After addressing the aforementioned comments, the manuscript match the necessary quality and is consider suitable for acceptance.
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