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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.


	The manuscript addresses the engineering process design for an Autonomous Power Generating System (APGS), which is relevant for regions with unstable or off-grid energy supply. The work is practically oriented and demonstrates an attempt to standardize production processes using product analysis, process selection, and operation determination. The study is potentially valuable for researchers working on small-scale autonomous energy systems, mechanical energy storage devices, and process optimization in manufacturing. The topic is especially relevant for developing economies seeking low-cost and locally manufacturable power solutions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is acceptable but can be made more precise.

Suggested improved title:

“Engineering Process Design and Manufacturing Framework for an Autonomous Power Generating System (APGS)”
	

	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 summarizes the objective and findings but lacks quantitative results, specific performance metrics, and clearer description of the contribution.

Recommendations:

· Add key numerical outcomes (e.g., number of components, cost/efficiency comparison).

· Clarify what is “new” compared with existing APGS designs.

· Reduce generic phrases such as “was used to supply an alternative power source.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally understandable, but several issues reduce scientific quality:

· The paper lacks engineering calculations, performance testing results, or validation of the system.

· Some sections are descriptive rather than analytical.

· No experimental measurements (output power, efficiency, torque, rotational speed, expected lifetime, etc.) are provided.

· The methodology does not explain how design decisions were evaluated or optimized.

· Major revision is required.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references is acceptable, but several issues exist:

· Many references are old or unrelated to APGS or process engineering.

· Some references are not properly formatted.

· Add recent works (2020–2024) on mechanical energy storage systems, flywheels, and autonomous microgeneration.
	

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


	The manuscript requires language improvement:

· Many sentences are overly long and difficult to follow.

· Frequent grammatical errors and inconsistencies.

· Technical terminology is used inconsistently.

· Professional editing is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures must be numbered properly and referenced in the text.

· Table captions should describe what the table represents.

· Include a block diagram or flowchart of the process design stages.

· The conclusion should include measurable outcomes or limitations, not only descriptive statements.

· The manuscript would benefit from a section discussing future improvements or scalability.
The manuscript has value but requires substantial improvements in methodological rigor, clarity, results, and formatting.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues were identified.
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