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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.


	This manuscript presents a novel approach using Artificial Neural Networks (ANN) for fault identification, classification, and localization in power transmission lines. Given the critical role of fault detection in ensuring the reliability of electrical grids, this work significantly contributes to the field by optimizing ANN configurations for higher accuracy. The findings provide practical insights for improving the operational efficiency and dependability of power systems, making it highly relevant for researchers and practitioners in electrical engineering.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Using Artificial Neural Networks (ANN) to Enhance Fault Identification, Classification, and Location on Transmission Line Network," is suitable and reflects the manuscript's content.
Optional Suggestion: For a more concise title, consider: "Enhancing Transmission Line Fault Analysis Using Artificial Neural Networks."


	

	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 comprehensive and highlights the methodology, results, and significance of the work.
Suggestions for Improvement:
· Add specific details about the datasets used for ANN training, such as the number of samples or fault types.

· Include a brief mention of practical implications for real-world applications.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the methodology is well-structured. The results align with the objectives, and the conclusions are supported by data.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References: The references are sufficient and recent. However, you may consider adding studies focusing on real-time fault detection using ANNs for broader context.
The references should be arranged in ascending order based on the year of publication.
	

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


	The language is clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical improvements can enhance readability.
Example: Revise phrases like "the neural networks use parameters and data collected" to "the neural networks utilize parameters and data obtained."

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript could benefit from a clearer explanation of how ANN configurations were selected and validated.

· Adding a flow diagram summarizing the methodology would improve clarity for readers.

· Consider discussing the scalability of the proposed method for larger or more complex power grids.
· Draw one or two graphs to discussion regarding the error verses distances 
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 


	There are no apparent ethical concerns in this manuscript. The research focuses on transmission line fault analysis using simulations and does not involve human or animal subjects, sensitive data, or other ethically contentious elements.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	There are no indications of competing interest issues. The manuscript does not mention any conflicts of interest, funding biases, or affiliations that could compromise the objectivity of the research.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism is detected in the manuscript. The content appears original, with proper citations for referenced studies. If further verification is required, a plagiarism detection tool could be used to ensure originality.
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	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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