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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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 provides valuable insights into the influence of induced magnetic fields on micropolar MHD flow over a nonlinear stretching sheet under an inclined magnetic field. By incorporating Eringen’s micropolar theory and magnetic induction, it enhances the understanding of electromagnetic flow behavior. The findings have practical relevance in MHD generators, magnetic drug targeting, and thermal control systems. This study also offers a solid numerical foundation for future research in magnetofluid dynamics.
	

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

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	"Use this article to improve your paper. 1. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chphi.2025.100887. 2.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42452-025-02345-0 3. . https://doi.org/10.18311/jmmf/2023/36269. 4. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
031-69970-2_27. 5. https://doi.org/10.17485/IJST/v18i13.4028.
	


Review Form 3


Created by: DR
Checked by: PM
Approved by: MBM
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


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

	Optional/General comments
	1. Include more graphical illustrations and provide a more detailed explanation in the results section.
2. The study lacks comparison with previously published results or validation using experimental or benchmark data.
3. The discussion of results is largely descriptive, with little effort made to connect findings to practical systems.
4. The conclusion section repeats known findings rather than providing new insights or practical implications of the results.
5. Graphs and figures are not well-annotated, lacking information on scale, legends, and error bars.
6. The manuscript's language should undergo thorough proofreading to ensure clarity and correctness.
7. What physical effects are incorporated into the mathematical model?
8. A comparison of your results with existing literature would enhance the manuscript's contribution and provide context for your findings.
9. Include a flowchart that outlines the structure and flow of the article, which would improve its readability.
10. The article needs a thorough revision to fix the spelling and grammar errors.
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