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	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 offers a pioneering approach to the study of UAP by employing a systematic, theory-guided analytical pipeline that focuses on boundary-layer effects, trans-medium transitions, and localised lensing signatures. Its emphasis on observable patterns that challenge traditional assumptions about propulsion, inertia, and gravity opens new avenues for understanding these phenomena through the lens of advanced physics, including gravitational lensing and field coupling. By integrating multi-sensor data and spectral analysis within a rigorous scientific framework, it promotes the development of standardised methodologies that can be replicated and validated across different studies. Overall, this work has the potential to significantly influence the scientific community’s efforts to objectively investigate and understand the nature of UAP phenomena beyond speculative narratives.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title of the article, "Boundary-Layer Perturbations, Field-Coupled Mobility, and Gravity-Modulated Signatures Across UAP Observations," is quite descriptive and emphasises the key themes of boundary-layer effects and field interactions. However, it may benefit from greater clarity and a focus on the broader scientific implications to enhance its impact and accessibility.

A suggested alternative title could be:

"Boundary-Layer Dynamics and Field Interactions in Unidentified Aerial Phenomena: A Scientific Perspective on Repeating Signatures"

This version highlights the core concepts while emphasising the scientific approach and the significance of the observed signatures, making it potentially more appealing and understandable to a wider scientific audience.


	

	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.


	Based on the provided excerpts, the abstract appears to be concise yet captures the core focus of the study, including the use of a standardised imaging pipeline, identification of recurring signatures across UAP observations, and the exploration of boundary-layer effects and field interactions. It also hints at the broader scientific implications, such as links to gravity and cosmology.
In summary:

Addition: Clarify the specific recurring signatures identified and their significance.

Deletion: Avoid overly technical jargon that may obscure the main points if clarity can be improved.

Overall: Ensure the abstract clearly states the study's purpose, main findings, implications, and future directions for a comprehensive overview.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound within its exploratory and hypothesis-generating scope. It applies current scientific principles appropriately, maintains cautious interpretation, and foregrounds the need for further research. To solidify its correctness, future validation with controlled experiments and peer review of the methodological details would be essential.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate, spanning classical and current literature, but including more recent empirical and methodological advances would strengthen the scientific foundation and contextual relevance of the manuscript.

Suggestions for Additional References:

· Recent reviews or meta-analyses on UAP phenomena, such as those published in the last two years by credible scientific journals.

· Latest experimental studies on scalar fields, transformation optics, and boundary-layer phenomena in atmospheric or space physics.

· Updated observational datasets or multi-sensor studies, especially those applying rigorous statistical methods or open data policies.


	

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


	The language quality is appropriate for scholarly publication, demonstrating clarity, technical rigor, and adherence to academic standards. However, a full review of the entire document would be necessary to confirm consistency throughout.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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