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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	After a careful evaluation of the manuscript, I believe several points should be addressed to enhance the overall quality, clarity, and contribution of the paper. First, the Introduction would benefit from a more detailed explanation of the motivation behind this research. What specific practical or theoretical challenges are being tackled, and why are they significant in the current context?

1. The manuscript would also be improved by including a discussion on how the key design parameters affect control performance. This analysis would provide insight into the robustness and adaptability of the proposed method.

2. At present, the main contribution of the work is not clearly defined. The authors are encouraged to explicitly highlight their original contributions and distinguish them clearly from previous work, preferably towards the end of the Introduction or in a dedicated paragraph.

3. To aid comprehension, a block diagram illustrating the overall control architecture and the flow of signals should be included. This visual element is essential to help readers grasp the proposed methodology quickly and effectively.

4. What are the influences of the design parameters on the stability of the closed-loop system, note that, the stability can be lost if any of the designed parameters are changed?

5. Why don’t you use another approximation technique?

6. How the behavior of the system be whenever a sudden fault is presented (in case of actuator or sensors).

7. Furthermore, the literature review should be enriched through a critical comparison with recent and relevant works in the field. In particular, I recommend incorporating and briefly comparing the proposed method with the following references: [DOI:10.1007/978-981-15-6403-1_34], [DOI:10.1007/s00521-020-04977-6], [DOI:10.1016/j.isatra.2018.04.014], and [DOI:10.1080/00207721.2024.2409853]. The authors are kindly asked to cite these references in the revised manuscript and provide a short comparative discussion highlighting the novelty and advantages of their approach.

8. The originality of the proposed method should be stated more clearly in the Introduction, emphasizing how this work advances the current state of the art.

9. There are also several grammatical and typographical errors throughout the paper. A thorough proofreading is recommended to improve the overall presentation and readability.

10. The figures presented in the simulation section require further explanation. A more detailed interpretation of the results would help readers understand the significance of the findings and the performance of the proposed controller under different conditions.

11. Lastly, the Conclusion section would be more impactful if it included a short discussion on possible directions for future research. This would not only reinforce the relevance of the current study but also suggest its potential to open new avenues of investigation.

12. Overall, I encourage the authors to reflect on the following question while revising their manuscript: Does each section of the paper clearly and convincingly communicate the innovation, effectiveness, and relevance of the proposed method in comparison to existing approaches?
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