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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 is important for the scientific community because it addresses one of the most fundamental yet unresolved questions in physics the possibility of latent anisotropy in the propagation of light. By proposing practical schemes for synchronizing remote atomic clocks, the work opens a pathway to directly measuring the one-way speed of light, something that has never been conclusively achieved. Such measurements could either strengthen confidence in the long-held assumption of isotropy or, if anisotropy is detected, challenge the cosmological principle and reshape our understanding of fundamental physics. The potential implications span from refining experimental physics to altering the theoretical frameworks of relativity and cosmology.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	YES
	

	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.


	Abstract is comprehensive, but it would benefit from a sharper statement of scope, and significance, while trimming some of the descriptive detail that can remain in the main text.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript’s motivation is valid and the experimental spirit is creative, but the present synchronization scheme does not yet overcome the foundational simultaneity/convention barrier, and the analysis lacks the precision metrology and systematic treatment required to claim a scientifically correct path to one-way light-speed measurement or anisotropy detection. I recommend revising to (i) acknowledge and formalize the remaining conventional assumptions, (ii) provide a full precision/error model, and (iii) present a procedure that distinguishes synchronization bias from true anisotropy ideally with a realistic sensitivity estimate tied to specific hardware and geometry.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient for historical and foundational context but not fully up to date regarding cutting-edge experimental tests and time-transfer technology. Adding recent optical clock, Lorentz-invariance test, and high-precision synchronization literature will both improve the credibility of the manuscript and situate it within the current scientific landscape.
	

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


	The English is generally suitable for scholarly communication but would benefit from light editing for conciseness, reduction of repetition, and more formal transitions. The content is understandable, but polishing the style will make the arguments more professional and impactful.
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