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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.

	Inquisition and identification of engineering processes, materials, parts, componenets, measuring equipments and machines is an very critical and important to enhance precesion and manufacturing efficiency for continuous growth in every sector. To achieve this it’s important to have collective effort from researchers around the world, to provide them a common platform to share and read each others work. That’s what makes documents like these important
	

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

	Current title is Suitable.
Other titles that could be used:
1. Innovations in Engineering through Research
2. Problem Inquisition in Engeneering with Research
3. Research based Innovative Engineering Devepolment
	

	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.

	Overall it’s comprehensive. But, in my view there are few adjustments which can be looked at to mae it more reader friendly:
Suggestions / Addition:
1. Chapter’s names are missing from the contents section, please add them because it will enhance the searching capabilities of new readers
2. If possible please further classify papers in terms of engineering fields too. For example please create separate chapter for all electronics based research papers with sub classification, civil engineering papers with its internal subclassification. First two papers from chapter 19 are of electronics and electrical field while remaining are from chemical, mechanical, acoustic, mechanical vibration etc.
3. Our new researchers its sometimes difficult to now the meaning of few terms like annealing, lignocelluloise biomass, aquaponic system, fouling mitiation etc. So, kindly add another page before the starting of the chapter for the meaning of such scientific terms and abbreviations too.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, there doesn’t seem to be an scientific error with the manuscript. I did online searching of scientific terms and papers from the references to know about the topic of which I knew verry little of and was successful in eastablishing the connection with the manudcript too. For example, “Semiconductor wafer annealing”, “NBTI reliability study”, “Lignocellulosic Biomss” etc
	

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

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

	
Yes, the language is suitable.



	

	Optional/General comments

	Most of our research manuscripts are written and published in a way to facilitate seasoned scholars and helps very little to new researchers coming in this field. So, it’s my request to make it more reader riendly with more field based classification of papers for better depth into every field. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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? 

	No
	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	
No
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	
In our current facilty at Wattt Electromotives, we don’t have access to any plagarism software.
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	I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer







	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:


	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

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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