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	PART  1: Review Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	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?

The title of this paper needs to be written clearly 
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.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	Reviewer CommentsDear Authors / Editor

Thank you for submitting your manuscript to our journal. I reviewed the work. The study is concerned with ANALYSIS OF HEAT TRANSFER ON MAGNETOHYDRODYNAMIC HYBRID NANOFLUID FLOW OVER A PERMEABLE STRETCHING SURFACE IN A POROUS MEDIUM. The presentation, language and references of the article seem to be in good condition. However, the article needs some corrections and additions before its acceptance.


1) The title of this paper needs to be written clearly.

2)  The Abstract should contain answers to the following questions: What problem was studied, and why is it important? What methods were used? What are the significant results? What conclusions can be drawn from the results?

3) The introduction should contain answers to the following questions: What is already known in the open literature? What is missing (i.e., research gaps)? What needs to be done, why, and how? 

4) The results and findings should be compared to and discussed in the context of earlier work in the literature. What is the effectiveness of the proposed method over the existing process? The comparison should be made with the methods.

5) This paper should be edited grammatically. They should double-check the mathematical formulations and add appropriate references for governing equations.

6) The authors should briefly discuss about the study equation in this paper.

7) What is the robustness of the proposed method?

8) The English of the whole paper should be checked for grammar.

9) The reviewed literature about this work was not complete; the following actions, all papers, should be cited in the revised manuscript:

We recommend that you revise your manuscript according to these comments and resubmit it for further consideration. We appreciate your time and effort, and we look forward to receiving your revised manuscript.


	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 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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