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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.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community, as it systematically organises and analyses boundary-layer phenomena in the context of unidentified anomalous phenomena (UAP). The study provides a coherent map of recurring physical signatures and their theoretical interpretations. The work offers a foundation for future experimental research, bridging gaps between empirical evidence and theoretical models. Therefore, this work contributes meaningfully to the development of new directions in both aerospace engineering and physics.
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	Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive.
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	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically valid. The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of its methodology and analytical framework. It does not make unverified claims but instead synthesizes existing studies into a structured framework, highlighting empirical evidence and theoretical models. The scientific merit of the manuscript lies in its rigorous organization, comparative analysis, and identification of testable hypotheses. Therefore, the work can be considered scientifically correct.
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	This work is original; therefore, I recommend it to be accepted and published in the journal.
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