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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.


	The manuscript studies a nonlinear parabolic Dirichlet problem with L^{1} data in a time-dependent Musielak–Orlicz setting. The operator A is assumed Carathéodory and strictly monotone, with a coercivity-type control via an N-function M. An entropy solution is defined by truncations and an entropy inequality. The main stated result is existence of an entropy solution under a density assumption and an additional (Y)-condition.
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	Yes.
	

	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 sentence “we establish the existence of both entropy solutions” is unclear; it should be rewritten to “we prove existence of an entropy solution”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The authors must clearly state whether the PDE is

(A) ∂tu−divA+g=f\partial_t u-\mathrm{div}A + g = f∂t​u−divA+g=f, or

 (B) ∂tu−divA−divG=f\partial_t u-\mathrm{div}A - \mathrm{div}G = f∂t​u−divA−divG=f ,
and then make all definitions, assumptions, and proofs consistent with that choice. As written, the formulation is internally inconsistent.
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	The paper may become publishable 

(i) fix the structural inconsistency of the g-term, 

(ii) align “well-posedness” claims with actual results (or add uniqueness),

(iii) correct the main assumptions/notation and improve the English to a level where the proofs can be checked line-by-line.
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