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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.


	This study is important because it looks at heat transfer using a more realistic model (Cattaneo–Christov) instead of the classical Fourier law. This is useful for applications involving microscale systems, high-frequency heating, and advanced thermal technologies. The comparison between the classical and non-Fourier models helps improve understanding of how thermal relaxation affects heat transfer. Overall, the work is relevant to researchers in heat transfer and magnetohydrodynamic (MHD) flow studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title clearly reflects the content of the study. However, it is slightly long.
	

	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 clear and well-organized. It explains the problem, method, and main findings. However, it would be better if:

· One key result is briefly highlighted.

· Some sentences are shortened to make it more direct.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the mathematical modelling and numerical method are appropriate. The equations and boundary conditions are correctly presented, and the results are validated with previous studies. Only minor clarification about some physical parameters would improve the paper.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are relevant and include both classic and recent studies. Adding one or two more recent high-impact journal articles could further strengthen the paper.
	

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


	The English is generally clear and understandable. Minor editing for grammar and repetition would improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is well-structured and technically sound. With small revisions polish the language, it would be suitable for publication.
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