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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.


	In roofing sheet manufacture, the scientific value of researching maintenance strategy choices—more especially, in-house versus contract maintenance—lies in maximizing equipment dependability, production efficiency, and cost-effectiveness using evidence-based methods. This type of study makes it possible to compare the effects of various approaches on quality assurance, downtime, and long-term asset performance in industrial environments with high demand. Additionally, it adds to the corpus of knowledge on industrial maintenance management, which helps shape policy, best practices, and the integration of technology in production systems.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Quite suitable
	

	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.


	There should be a few sentences (introduction) discussing maintenance strategy before the aim.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, but the pattern is not regular. Check the general comments for clarity.
	

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


	The scholar can improve the language.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The writer quotes many authors in this paper. I think the writer should express these quotes in her own words and cite the authors respectively; otherwise, the writer should include the pages within the quote context.
Under the introduction section, the writer should end the section by stating the goals and objectives of the research work. Currently, this section is a collection of different quotes and citations. Tell the reader how the quotes and citations relate to your research.

Under the Methodology section, the author administered 52 questionnaires, and 40 were returned. The author should justify the reason for the 52 questionnaires administered and the reasons for using 40 returned questionnaires to run the statistical exercise. Is the number (40) fit?

Under the conclusion section, the author discussed the findings (results) quite well. However, the author should emphasize further on limitations of the study and the need for further study on the current study.

Under the reference section, No. 33 and a few references were not done properly. The author should address these.
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