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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 presents an ambitious and comprehensive attempt to organize multidisciplinary research on Unidentified Anomalous Phenomena (UAP) through a structured thematic and quantitative approach. Its significance lies in providing a systematic framework that bridges observational data with theoretical models, particularly the Scalar Resonant Mobility Systems (SRMS) concept. The work offers a new way to integrate plasma physics, optics, and propulsion theories into a coherent comparative structure. It may
stimulate further research by encouraging cross-disciplinary validation of boundary-layer phenomena and resonance-based interpretations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is generally appropriate and clearly reflects the scope of the study. However, it could be slightly simplified for clarity.
Suggested alternative title:
“Mapping Boundary-Layer Features in Unidentified Anomalous Phenomena: A Quantitative and Thematic
	

	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 is detailed and well-structured, providing a clear overview of the objectives, methodology, and results. However, it might benefit from a brief statement emphasizing the practical implications or future applications of the proposed analytical framework. Deleting a few overly technical phrases could also improve readability for a broader audience.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conceptually coherent and follows a systematic methodology. The analytical framework and scoring system are logically constructed and supported by extensive referencing. However, some theoretical claims—particularly those involving resonance-based propulsion—require stronger empirical justification and clearer boundaries between established physics and emerging hypotheses.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are extensive, diverse, and include several recent studies up to 2025. The author has successfully integrated literature from multiple scientific domains. Nevertheless, adding more peer- reviewed papers from mainstream physics and aerospace engineering journals would further strengthen
the scientific credibility of the manuscript.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English language of the manuscript is of high quality, formal.
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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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