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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 manuscript contributes to the scientific community by focusing on a major challenge in the hybrid electric vehicle powertrain: developing a strong and efficient coordination of fuel cells, batteries, and super capacitors in the presence of real-world uncertainties and fast load transients. 

· By combining fuzzy-logic energy management and multi-objective optimization, this research work moves forward in the existing state of the art towards control methods that simultaneously consider performance, longevity, and energy efficiency. 

· The proposed approach highlights the importance of uncertainty-resilient hierarchical control, which is critical for simulating the design of next-generation fuel-cell hybrid electric vehicles. 

· In summary, this research provides a methodology for the scientific community to develop next-generation fuel-cell hybrid electric vehicles.
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	· Abstract must include quantative result.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The manuscript is scientifically valid in its overall structure, methodology, and formulation of the research problem, its rigor could be improved by more extensive validation, more explicit methodological statements, and a more comprehensive comparative discussion of existing literature.
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	· The overall language quality good but it need some revision grammatical errors before publication.
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