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PART 1: Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. 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.

The article offers a thorough assessment of studies on porous structure negative Poisson's ratio (NPR)
metamaterials, which is of great significance to the scientific community. These materials have drawn a
lot of interest because of their special mechanical qualities, which could lead to breakthroughs in a
variety of domains, including materials science, engineering, and biomedical applications. This paper
contributes to a better understanding of the behavior and applications of NPR metamaterials by offering
different design methodologies and combining existing research. The assessment also identifies
important issues and potential paths forward, which will help steer future advancements and theoretical
advancements in the area.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

The title is generally clear and suitable for a scientific article.

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 ok

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

It is in the line of science

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

The ref. are sufficient but most of it are not recentt

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

The English quality will be suitable if some typo error are put in shape.

Optional/General comments

The manuscript is scientific inclined but some of the diagram are label in another language
different from English. It should be worked on.

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
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his/her feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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