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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.


	The manuscript addresses the dynamic modeling and simulation of the RV reducer, which is an important component in high-precision robotics and industrial automation. This topic is significant for the scientific community, as it contributes to improving the design, reliability, and performance of precision gear systems widely applied in aerospace, machine tools, and automation. The integration of 3D modeling with Adams simulation provides a valuable methodological approach for both research and industrial applications. The work has the potential to guide future optimization of RV reducer structures and enhance the understanding of their operational characteristics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title reflects the main subject but could be refined for clarity and academic precision. A possible alternative might be: “Dynamic Simulation and Stress Analysis of Key Components in RV Reducers Using Adams”. This would more directly convey the methodological approach and scope.
	

	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 highlights the study’s aim and methodology but is relatively short and lacks detail on key results and broader implications. Moreover, the inclusion of a reference [7] within the abstract is not appropriate for scholarly standards. However, it would be better to expand the abstract by summarizing major findings, practical contributions, and potential applications, while removing in-text citations from this section. Attention to formatting would also improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study appears methodologically sound, with the use of established modeling and simulation tools. The choice of SolidWorks and Adams for 3D modeling and dynamic analysis is appropriate. However, it would be better to strengthen the validation of simulation results by comparing them against experimental data or previous studies, which would reinforce the scientific reliability of the conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes several recent sources (2021–2024), which is commendable. However, it would be better to ensure that all key international works on RV reducers and dynamic simulation are represented, particularly in high-impact journals. A stronger integration of very recent publications could help position the paper more firmly within current research trends.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable, but the abstract and some sections may benefit from editing for conciseness, grammar, and formatting. However, it would be better to refine sentence structure for smoother academic expression and ensure consistency in technical terminology.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addresses an important engineering problem with practical relevance. The modeling approach is appropriate, but the presentation could be strengthened by expanding the abstract, improving formatting, refining the language, and enhancing the validation section. These improvements would increase the manuscript’s contribution to the scientific community and raise its suitability for publication.
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