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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.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it provides a systematic and practical approach to stamping die design for flange parts, bridging theoretical calculations with industrial applicability. By reviewing the evolution of stamping die technology and emphasizing the role of intelligence and automation, it highlights future research and development directions. The detailed process planning, parameter calculations, and structural design serve as a valuable reference for both academic researchers and industry engineers working on precision forming technologies. Moreover, the proposed compound die solution demonstrates how optimized design can enhance productivity, accuracy, and material utilization, thereby contributing to advancements in modern manufacturing practices.
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	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 of the article is fairly comprehensive as it clearly outlines the background, objective, methodology, and results of the study. It successfully highlights the review of stamping die technology, selection of material and process plan, detailed calculations, and final structural design outcomes. However, a few refinements could further strengthen it:

· Addition: Include a brief mention of the engineering significance of the study, such as its contribution to reducing production costs, improving efficiency, or extending tool life.

· Addition: Highlight unique aspect of this work compared to existing literature, for example, the systematic comparison of three process plans and the rationale behind choosing the compound die.

· Addition: Specify the application potential (e.g., automotive, aerospace, or machinery industries) to improve clarity on practical relevance.

· Deletion/Condensation: Some details, like the extensive list of die components, could be shortened in the abstract since they belong more to the methodology section.

Overall, the abstract is well-written, but making it slightly more concise while emphasizing, industrial application, and broader impact would make it more compelling for the scientific community.
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