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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s Feedback (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 study contributes to the ongoing research in magnetohydrodynamic nanofluid transport phenomena, particularly in boundary layer flows over stretching sheets, which are important in polymer extrusion, coating processes, and thermal energy systems. Understanding the combined influence of magnetic field, Brownian motion, heat source, and chemical reaction on heat and mass transfer characteristics is valuable for enhancing thermal system performance. The analytical approach using HPM provides an alternative perspective to purely numerical studies. With further refinement, the work may provide useful insights for researchers working in applied mathematics and thermal sciences.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It can be slightly refined as- “Analytical Study of Convective Heat and Mass Transfer in MHD Nanofluid Flow over a Stretching Sheet with Thermal Radiation and Chemical Reaction Effects” which reflect more mathematical and physical components.
	

	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 addresses the general objective of the study; however, it requires improvement in clarity and structure. It currently contains grammatical inaccuracies and repetitive expressions, which reduce its impact. The authors should clearly state the governing model used, the solution technique (Homotopy Perturbation Method), and the key findings in more specific terms. It would also be beneficial to briefly highlight the study in comparison to existing literature. Some overly descriptive background statements can be shortened to maintain conciseness and focus on results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The physical interpretations of the results appear consistent with established MHD nanofluid theory. The trends observed for magnetic parameter, Brownian motion, Lewis number, and chemical reaction are physically reasonable. However, the mathematical presentation needs improvement. Several equations are not clearly formatted, and some variables are introduced without proper definition. The derivation from dimensional to non-dimensional form should be explained more systematically. Strengthening these aspects will improve scientific clarity and reproducibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and include studies up to 2024, which is appropriate. However, many cited works address similar stretching sheet MHD nanofluid problems. The authors should more clearly distinguish their contribution from these existing studies. Including a few recent articles from high-impact journals in heat transfer and fluid mechanics would further strengthen the literature foundation.
	

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


	The references are generally relevant and include studies up to 2024, which is appropriate. However, many cited works address similar stretching sheet MHD nanofluid problems. The authors should more clearly distinguish their contribution from these existing studies. Including a few recent articles from high-impact journals in heat transfer and fluid mechanics would further strengthen the literature foundation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript would benefit from improved equation formatting, consistent notation, and clearer explanation of boundary conditions. Figures should be better described, and parameter values used in the plots should be justified. Expanding the conclusion to include more specific findings rather than general statements would also enhance the overall quality of the paper.
The manuscript addresses a relevant topic and presents physically consistent results. However, significant revision is required in terms of mathematical clarity, equation formatting, language quality, and clearence.Therefore, I recommend Major Revision before the manuscript can be considered for acceptance.
	

	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)

Based on the present review, no ethical issues are apparent. The manuscript appears to follow standard academic structure and citation practices. However, final confirmation regarding originality should be verified through the journal’s plagiarism detection system.
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