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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 is important for the scientific community as it presents a novel theoretical framework that unifies quantum field dynamics, plasma behavior, and energy transfer mechanisms. It offers new perspectives on high-energy interactions and their potential applications in propulsion and space research. The interdisciplinary approach encourages further exploration across physics and engineering fields, promoting innovation and deeper scientific understanding.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is mostly suitable, but slightly refining it for clarity and broader accessibility could make it more effective for a 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.


	The abstract appears comprehensive in its technical depth and multidisciplinary scope; however, it could benefit from clearer articulation of the research gap, specific objectives, and key outcomes or implications. Condensing overly complex theoretical explanations and highlighting how the proposed framework advances current understanding would improve readability and impact. Including a brief mention of the methodologies or analytical approach used would also strengthen the abstract’s completeness and scientific clarity.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, though some concepts may benefit from clearer empirical support and methodological validation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and mostly sufficient, but incorporating a few more recent studies from the past 2–3 years would enhance the manuscript’s currency and depth.
	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication, though minor revisions for conciseness and clarity would further improve readability and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents an innovative and interdisciplinary approach with strong scientific potential; refining structure and clarity could further enhance its overall impact and accessibility.
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