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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 manuscript is importance to the scientific community in the area of communication systems and transmission lines. Reducing the effect of crosstalk and mutual coupling is still a viable research area.
	

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

	No
Recommended Title: Rectangular Trace Application in the Reduction of the Crosstalk of a Coupled Microstrip Line.
	

	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 aim of the work is not clearly stated and further explanation of  the method used in the work should be done. The results of the work are also not exhausted in the abstract. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The Manuscript seems to be correct scientifically, though the system diagram and flowchart is not shown, as well as the validation process of the model
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are not sufficient are are very poor. There is no literature review that was done in this work. Again there are only five (5) cited literatures in this work, but the reference list presented at the end is 10, how come?
	

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

	
No
The work is poorly written. The English grammer quality is quite poor. It will need a serious review from the Abstract to the conclusion.

	

	Optional/General comments

	



	



	PART  2: 


	
	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? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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