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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.


	By addressing the issue of input delay in bridge cranes brought on by the flexibility of hoist ropes, the manuscript makes a substantial contribution to the field of control systems.  This study provides a new and efficient method for improving positioning accuracy and anti-swing performance by using the Padé approximation to convert the system into a delay-free equivalent model and incorporating an adaptive control strategy optimized using the PSO-GWO hybrid algorithm.  For researchers and practitioners in automation, mechanical systems, and logistics engineering, the combination of sophisticated modelling, controller design, and hybrid optimization offers a useful framework.  The shown gains in response speed, accuracy, and control signal smoothness suggest significant potential for real-world use and future industrial adoption, even though the results are only verified by digital simulations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	While "PSO-GWO-Based Adaptive Control for Bridge Cranes with Input Delay" is a clear and pertinent title, it could be clarified to highlight the modelling and optimization components.  The work's novelty and scope would be better expressed by alternatives like "Adaptive Anti-Swing and Positioning Control of Input-Delayed Bridge Cranes Using Hybrid PSO-GWO Optimization" or "Hybrid PSO-GWO Optimized Adaptive Control for Input Delay Compensation in Bridge Cranes."
	

	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 provides a thorough and efficient overview of the research problem, methodology, and main conclusions.  However, since it sets clear expectations for readers, it would be beneficial to state explicitly that validation was done only using digital simulations.  A brief mention of planned future work, such as physical experiments, would improve the abstract's completeness, and the inclusion of quantitative improvement metrics in comparison to conventional methods would increase its impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The work is methodologically sound from a scientific standpoint, with strong theoretical underpinnings in intelligent optimization and adaptive control.  The PSO-GWO hybrid algorithm has strong justification for parameter tuning, and the modelling approach is suitable.  The primary drawback is the absence of experimental validation, which is necessary to evaluate the robustness of the controller in real-world scenarios like fluctuating delays, load disruptions, and parameter uncertainties.  The findings would be further supported by a sensitivity analysis of performance against changes in payload mass and delay time.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references, which include numerous citations from 2023–2025, are current and pertinent.  Recent research on the application of adaptive crane control in the real world would enhance the practical relevance and further strengthen the literature foundation.  Likewise, expanding the context would involve providing instances of Padé approximation applications in mechanical systems other than power systems.
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