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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.


	In my opinion, the article is within the scope of the journal, and the topic is very interesting because it involves the complex interaction between heat transfer, fluid dynamics, and porous media. Studying these mechanisms helps fill gaps in the literature and provides a solid foundation for the development and optimization of advanced thermal technologies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In my opinion, although the author has presented quite interesting content, it is not possible to validate the conclusions presented because no comparison is made between this work and others already existing in the field. Furthermore, the author should present the advantages and disadvantages of this work, as well as perspectives for future studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The author should try to indicate more recent references, since the references presented are old. In addition, the references should appear in the text in order, and in the introduction, the author mentions references [1, 2], followed by [18, 20] and then [4, 5, 11].
	

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


	The author used simple and accessible language, which makes the article easy to understand.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In my opinion, the article's topic is interesting and within the scope of this journal.
With well-organized information, accessible language, and figures that help to better understand the work done, there are, however, some suggestions for improvement:

- In order to validate the study, the author should compare this work with others already existing in the field.

- The author should present the advantages and disadvantages of this work, as well as perspectives for future studies.

- References should appear in the text in order, and in the introduction, the author mentions references [1, 2], followed by [18, 20] and then [4, 5, 11].

- If possible, the author should seek more recent references, as they indicate some very old ones.
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