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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 manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it makes use of the unprecedented capabilities of JWST/MIRI to explore PAH emission and evolution in H II regions. By focusing on NGC 5457, the study provides new insights into the chemical and physical processes shaping the interstellar medium in star-forming galaxies. Such findings are not only valuable for understanding PAH behavior in a specific galaxy but also contribute broadly to our knowledge of galaxy evolution and star formation. Ultimately, the work serves as a timely contribution that can guide future observational and theoretical studies in astrophysics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “JWST/MIRI Observations of PAH Emission and Evolution in H II Regions of NGC 5457” has several strong qualities that make it appealing for a specialized scientific audience. It immediately conveys precision by identifying the object of study (PAH emission and evolution), the observational tool (JWST/MIRI), the astrophysical environment (H II regions), and the galaxy being targeted (NGC 5457). This level of specificity shows readers that the paper is grounded in concrete data and is not overly broad or not clear. Furthermore, referencing JWST/MIRI adds a sense of novelty and timeliness, since the James Webb Space Telescope is one of the most advanced observatories of our time. Researchers scanning through recent literature would quickly recognize that this paper engages with cutting-edge methods, which boosts its relevance. Overall, the title has a professional and credible tone that fits well within the conventions of astrophysical journals.

On the other hand, the title does carry some weaknesses. It is heavily technical, filled with acronyms like JWST, MIRI, PAH, and H II, along with the specific galaxy identifier NGC 5457. While experts in the field will understand this language, the jargon can make it less approachable to a broader scientific audience or readers from adjacent disciplines. The density of information also makes the title somewhat long and less fluid to read. Another limitation is that the title emphasizes the observational method rather than hinting at the broader significance or results of the study. For instance, it tells us what was studied and how, but not what was learned. Titles that hint at discoveries or implications often generate more curiosity and engagement.

In short, the title excels in clarity and technical precision for a specialist readership, but it risks being too narrow, acronym-heavy, and method-focused. With slight refinement—perhaps by highlighting the key findings or framing the study in terms of its broader impact—it could achieve both scientific rigor and wider appeal.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is quite comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly lays out the aims, methodology, results, and conclusion, which gives the reader a good understanding of the scope and outcomes of the study. The inclusion of specific spectral ratios and their variations across the H II regions makes the results section very informative and grounded in data. However, the abstract might benefit from a slight reduction in technical detail, particularly regarding numerical ratios, as too many numbers can overwhelm readers in the abstract section. Instead, summarizing the main trend or key discovery more generally would make it more accessible. Additionally, adding one sentence on the broader significance of these findings for astrophysics or galaxy evolution could help highlight why this study matters to the wider scientific community. Overall, it is a strong abstract that could be slightly refined for clarity and broader appeal.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
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