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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. 
 

 
 
This article serves as a valuable resource for anyone interested in learning about hydrogen-
blended engines and their potential for a cleaner energy in future. It provides a solid 
foundation for further exploration of this promising technology. One notable strength of the 
article is its thorough examination of different hydrogen-blended engine types, offering 
insights into their combustion characteristics, performance improvements, and emissions 
reductions. The inclusion of specific research findings, experimental methodologies, and 
results enhances the credibility and depth of the discussion. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
Some sentences are overly complex or repetitive, which may detract from the overall 
readability of the article.  
 
 

 

General comments 
 

 
There are a few areas where the article could be improved.  
 
While the article provides a thorough overview of research findings, it lacks critical analysis 
and discussion on potential limitations, gaps in research, and areas for future exploration. 
Including such insights would add depth to the article and help readers understand the 
broader implications of the research discussed. 
 
Including visuals like diagrams or graphs could enhance understanding of the combustion 
processes involved. 
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