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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.


	The manuscript presents a well-structured and practically relevant study on the topology optimization of a drilling multi-spindle head for lightweight design. The work is logically sound, follows a clear methodology, and achieves a meaningful result. The findings are significant for the field of mechanical engineering and manufacturing, particularly in the context of green manufacturing and efficiency improvements.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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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.


	Okay
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript mentions "bearing loads" and "axial and radial loads" but does not specify the magnitude of these applied forces. These values are critical and must be included.
· The material for the "box body" is listed as HT200 in the text but as "structural steel and cast iron" in the ANSYS setup description. This should be clarified and made consistent. The yield strength of HT200 should also be stated to provide context for stress results
· The manuscript does not mention a mesh sensitivity study. A section discussing the applied FEA solver, elements used, and mesh sensitivity should be included.
· The deformation reduction is extremely small. What is the practical significance of this change. Is this level of deformation reduction meaningful for the machining accuracy of the system?
· The figure numbers and titles are inconsistent throughout the manuscript. Verify that all figures are correctly inserted and numbered in the final manuscript.
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