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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 holds significant importance for the scientific community as it addresses a critical gap in the hydrodynamic optimization of amphibious robots. By systematically analyzing the influence of different bow inclination angles on water navigation drag through CFD simulations, the study provides valuable insights into how geometric design directly affects resistance performance. The findings contribute to improving the energy efficiency, endurance, and maneuverability of amphibious robots, which are increasingly applied in rescue, exploration, and environmental monitoring. Moreover, the research offers a theoretical and practical reference for future design optimization of cross-medium robotic systems and small-scale marine vehicles.
	Thank you for your explanation.

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	For improved conciseness and academic style, the following alternative title can be considered”

CFD Analysis of Hydrodynamic Drag Characteristics in Amphibious Robots with Different Bow Angles
	Thank you for your suggestion. After consideration, I have made some modifications.

	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, 

Add the CFD software name (e.g., ANSYS FLUENT) to give readers a clearer idea of the simulation environment.

Briefly mention the turbulence model (SST k–ω) to emphasize the technical rigor of the numerical setup.

Include a short concluding statement on the practical implications of the results — for instance, how the findings can guide optimal bow design for amphibious robots in real-world applications
	Thank you for your suggestion; I have made the modifications in the abstract.

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, To further strengthen the scientific validity, the authors could include a brief model validation or comparison with experimental or literature data, which would help confirm the accuracy of the CFD results. Nonetheless, the methodology and conclusions are sound and align with accepted CFD and fluid mechanics practices.
	Thank you for your suggestion. I have added an empirical formula in this section to verify the accuracy of the simulation results.

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the manuscript could be further strengthened by including a few internationally recognized references from high-impact journals in marine or fluid engineering to broaden its academic depth. Suggested additions include:

Menter, F. R. (1994). Two-equation eddy-viscosity turbulence models for engineering applications. AIAA Journal, 32(8), 1598–1605. – (Foundational reference for the SST k–ω model used in this study.)

Larsson, L., Raven, H. C. (2010). Ship Resistance and Flow. Society of Naval Architects and Marine Engineers (SNAME). – (Classic reference for hydrodynamic resistance analysis.)

Perić, M., & Scheuerer, G. (2021). CFD analysis of ship hull form optimization for resistance reduction. Ocean Engineering, 229, 108962. – (Recent study relevant to hull optimization using CFD.)
	Thank you for your suggestion. I have added references about turbulence models in the text.

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


	Yes, Simplify some long or repetitive sentences to improve clarity.

Ensure consistent use of technical terms (e.g., “bow angle” vs. “head angle”).

Review punctuation and grammar in certain sections, especially in the introduction and discussion parts

In the manuscript, both “bow angle” and “head angle” are used interchangeably, but for clarity and academic precision, it’s best to use only one consistent term throughout the paper.
	Thank you for your suggestions. I have simplified some sentences and standardized some technical terms.

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important topic and has the potential to contribute valuable insights to the scientific community. I recommend ensuring that all technical terms are used consistently, the figures and tables are clearly labeled, and the references are up-to-date. Overall, with minor revisions, the manuscript is suitable for publication.
	Thank you
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No, there do not appear to be any obvious ethical issues in this manuscript.
	No



	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No, there do not appear to be any competing interest issues in this manuscript.
	No

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	 The text contains specific references to multiple previous studies, with proper citations (e.g., Zhang Yuxin [1], Bao Haimo [2], etc.). This is a standard scholarly practice and indicates an attempt to acknowledge prior work.

 The phrasing appears typical of scientific writing in the field of robotics and fluid dynamics. Most sentences are descriptive summaries of prior research, which are not direct copies but rather paraphrased discussions of existing work.


	No


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8
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	Author’s Feedback

	
	I made revisions according to the reviewers' comments and highlighted the changes.
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