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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 makes a timely and meaningful contribution to manufacturing optimization. It combines Artificial Intelligence, such as genetic algorithm with dimensional tolerance analysis. It tackles a key challenge in mechanical design on how to reduce manufacturing costs while still ensuring proper assembly fit and performance. 

This aligns the optimization process with ISO 286 standards, the approach shows real potential for practical use in industry. Overall, the paper offers valuable insights for researchers and engineers looking for smart, cost-effective solutions in precision manufacturing.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is a suitable title. It reflects the core focus of the manuscript. 
	

	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.


	I believe the abstract is comprehensive enough. Some of the to consider providing more clarity and structure:
· Problem statement could be more explicitly stated at the beginning to establish context.

· Methodology is mentioned, but it lacks specifics on the case study or model parameter used.

· Overall improvement in the grammar is advised. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific approach is accurate, but some clarification could help to improve upon the strength:
· The GA implementation details are not fully explained, it limits the reproductivity of the results. 

· Clearer labelling and explanation of mathematical expressions to avoid ambiguity. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference provided are relevant but lacks recency. Some of the key references used are outdated (more than 5 years old).
	

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


	The quality of the manuscript conveys the intended ideas. There are few grammatical errors, sentence reconstruction that could be improved upon to provide more clarity and keep the reader engaged. 
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