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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 provides a detailed evaluation of induction motor speed control under variable load conditions, which is highly relevant to modern industrial automation and energy-efficient motor drives. It contributes technical insights by comparing APPC, MRAC, and hybrid APPC-MRAC controllers, highlighting the advantages of adaptive control strategies. The study also offers simulation-based evidence on stability, ripple reduction, settling time, and efficiency, making it valuable for researchers developing intelligent motor control techniques. Its findings can guide practical improvements in energy-intensive sectors such as manufacturing, pump systems, and conveyor-based industries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable.
Suggested Alternative :
“Performance Evaluation of Adaptive Motor Speed Control Strategies Under Variable Load Conditions for Induction Motors”
	

	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 comprehensive, clearly outlining the objective, methodology, controller types, key results, and industrial relevance. However, the following improvements may be considered:

· Reduce numerical details to enhance readability.

· Add a sentence describing the simulation platform (MATLAB/Simulink).

· Slightly shorten the abstract for conciseness while retaining the key findings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The mathematical modeling, control laws, efficiency analysis, and simulation-based evaluation follow logical and established engineering principles. The comparison between controllers is supported with figures and quantitative metrics. The methodology is reproducible and consistent with standard practices in induction motor research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the manuscript includes a good number of recent references from 2021–2024, including IEEE Transactions and reputable engineering journals.
Optional improvements:

· Consider adding a few more references related to hybrid adaptive control strategies for motor drives.

· Ensure all URLs are valid and accessible.


	

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


	· The language quality is generally good. Minor grammatical and formatting issues exist, mostly in capitalization, figure captions, and spacing. A light proofreading would make the document more polished and professional.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The paper is lengthy; merging some repetitive sections would improve clarity.

· Some figures need higher resolution for better readability.

· Ensure consistency in naming: APPC–MRAC, MRAC-APPC, and hybrid APPC-MRAC are used interchangeably—choose one format.

· The methodology section numbering (2.6, 3.6 inside Section 2, etc.) should be corrected for clarity.

· Table 1 is very useful but could be formatted more cleanly for quick interpretation.

The manuscript is technically strong and presents meaningful comparative analysis of adaptive controllers for induction motors. Minor edits to structure, figure clarity, and English language would improve presentation quality before publication.
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