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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 Hubble tension is a critical test of our cosmological understanding modifying dark energy
within ACDM to address the tension represents a promising avenue, but it also demands
rigorous theoretical development and observational validation. If successful, it could mark a
paradigm shift in how we perceive the universe’s expansion and its underlying forces. Overall
this study gives brief explanation of Hubble tension with a Late Dark Energy Modification to the
ACDM Model of the Universe.

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

Yes, it is suitable.

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.

Yes, no need to add or deletion of the points.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

Yes, it is scientifically correct and follows the scientific approach.

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

References are sufficient and recent; it covers almost the area of work done.

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

Yes, easily understandable

Optional/General comments

Recommended for publication.
Explanation, methodology and drafting was good. From my side the manuscript is approved for
the publication.
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