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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 paper addresses a fundamental area in aerospace engineering by deriving and explaining the equations of motion of a rigid aircraft, particularly the longitudinal dynamics. The topic is valuable for understanding aircraft stability and control system design, which are essential in both academic instruction and applied flight dynamics. The structured derivation and linkage to classical sources enhance its usefulness for students and researchers. However, the manuscript would benefit from clearer presentation and expanded discussion of its engineering relevance to current simulation or control applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Equations of Motion of Rigid Aircraft – Longitudinal Dynamics” is suitable and descriptive. However, you may consider “Derivation and Analysis of Equations of Motion for a Rigid Aircraft” to sound more formal and aligned with academic style.
	

	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 summarizes the purpose and method but lacks clear articulation of findings. It would improve by briefly stating the main equations derived, their analytical relevance, and potential applications in control system design.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The derivations follow standard flight dynamics principles and are technically consistent with classical references such as Blakelock (1991) and McLean (1990). However, equations should be presented more clearly with consistent notation, and certain assumptions may be better justified with supporting discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly classical and relevant but somewhat dated. Adding recent works (post-2015) on modern flight dynamics or nonlinear control would strengthen the scientific context.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable but requires grammatical corrections and improved sentence structure. Some long sentences can be shortened for clarity, and technical terminology should be standardized.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper presents solid academic value and classical rigor. However, improved organization, updated references, and clearer equation formatting would significantly enhance readability and scholarly impact.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical concerns were identified, though a formal ethics review may provide further assurance.
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