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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.

	This manuscript presenting simulation of 3-phase and 6-phase Dual Stator Induction Motors (DSIMs) under balanced and unbalanced load conditions. It addresses an important gap in validating DSIMs for fault tolerance and efficiency improvements in real-world applications made comparisons with 3-phase motor too. The results demonstrating efficiency enhancement, reduced copper and iron losses, and resilience under asymmetric loading make this study relevant to the scientific and industrial community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, title of article suitable and clearly reflecting the study of paper.
	

	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 well-structured and comprehensive. It summarizes objectives, methodology, and findings clearly. It could be slightly improved by adding few more lines about the industrial relevance of DSIM efficiency gains.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The modeling, simulation, and experimental work are rigorous, well-documented, and consistent with the conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include recent works up to 2022. However, a few newer citations from 2023–2024 would strengthen the review of literature.
	

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

	The language is clear, concise, and appropriate for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	This is a well-structured paper and suitable for publication after minor revisions. Enhancing the abstract with industrial significance and including a couple of newer references will improve it further.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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