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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 paper presents interesting findings on Effects of Mould Materials on The Mechanical Properties of Aluminium Casting. While the results are promising, the abstract and methodology could be enhanced, particularly in some areas.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, suitable.
	

	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.


	This abstract clearly presents the study on how different mould materials affect the mechanical properties of aluminium castings. However, the abstract should be written as a single continuous paragraph rather than being divided into labelled sections such as Background, Aim, Methods, Results, and Conclusion. Thus, removing these headings will improve the flow and align the abstract with standard academic writing formats, making it more concise and easier to read while maintaining all essential information within one unified paragraph.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a clear and relevant investigation into the influence of mould materials on the mechanical properties of aluminium castings, and the topic is well aligned with current interests in materials processing. However, several amendments are required to improve the overall quality of the paper, particularly in the Results and Discussion and References sections. The Results and Discussion should be expanded to provide deeper explanation and interpretation of the findings, not just reporting the highest and lowest values but clearly explaining the reasons behind the observed trends. In addition, the References section needs improvement, as it currently lacks sufficient recent studies, more up to date literature should be included to strengthen the scientific relevance and support the discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are not sufficiently recent, as only 3 out of 33 references are from the last 10 years, indicating a very low proportion of up to date sources. This significantly limits the relevance and credibility of the study, especially in a field like materials science where ongoing advancements are important. It is strongly recommended that the authors include more recent literature (preferably from the last 5–10 years) to better reflect current developments and strengthen the manuscript especially on the discussion.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the Results and Discussion section, clarity and depth should be enhanced, particularly in Figure 2 where the term “X200” must be clearly defined (for example, indicating whether it refers to magnification level) to avoid confusion for readers. Additionally, the results currently emphasize only the highest and lowest values without adequate explanation. The discussion should be expanded to thoroughly explain why these differences occur, with stronger linkage to underlying material behaviour, heat transfer, and solidification mechanisms. Furthermore, the conclusion should be strengthened by focusing on the most significant findings and their broader implications, especially in the context of real-world engineering applications, to better demonstrate the practical relevance of the study.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
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