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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
 
 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
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For predicting surface thermal breakdown in composite gears, the VDI method is an appropriate 
and novel methodology. The simulation tests on Duracon acetal gears and HDPE40B composite 
gears improve the findings' application and relevance. The creation of the Cω limiting curve and the 
heat map contributes significantly to understanding gear behavior. The association between 
operating circumstances, induced stresses, and operational cycles prior to failure adds to the 
research's depth. 
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The citation of the references in the document lacked clarity. Additionally, the author should adhere 
to standard guidelines in the reference section. 
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