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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 important to the scientific community because it systematically highlights certainty-independent principles that underpin a wide range of fluid mechanical phenomena. By emphasizing conservation laws, dimensional analysis, similarity solutions, and universal scaling behaviours, the chapter provides a unifying conceptual framework that remains valid even in the presence of uncertainty or incomplete system information. This perspective is particularly valuable for researchers and engineers dealing with complex flows where exact initial or boundary conditions are difficult to determine. Overall, the work strengthens foundational understanding while offering practical relevance across theoretical, computational, and applied fluid mechanics.
	

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

	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. It clearly reflects the core focus of the manuscript on certainty-independent principles, fundamental laws, and universal behaviours in fluid mechanics. The title is precise, informative, and appropriately aligned with the scientific content and scope of the chapter.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and clearly summarizes the objectives, scope, and key themes of the manuscript. It effectively highlights the role of conservation laws, dimensional analysis, similarity solutions, and stability theory in establishing certainty-independent behaviour in fluid mechanics. As a minor suggestion, the abstract could be further strengthened by briefly mentioning one or two representative applications, such as turbulence scaling or pipe flow universality, to better illustrate the practical relevance of the concepts discussed. No major deletions are necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The fundamental equations, theoretical formulations, and scaling laws presented are consistent with established fluid mechanics literature and are accurately interpreted. The discussions on universality, similarity, stability, and certainty-independent behaviour are conceptually sound and well supported by classical theory and standard references. Overall, the scientific content is reliable and technically robust.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references cited in the manuscript are sufficient and appropriate for the scope of the work. They include well-established and authoritative textbooks and monographs that are standard in the field of fluid mechanics, which is suitable given the focus on fundamental and universal principles. While the existing references adequately support the content, the inclusion of a small number of recent review articles on turbulence universality, scaling laws, or uncertainty quantification in fluid mechanics could further enhance the manuscript. However, the current reference list is acceptable and scientifically sound.
	

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

	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, well organized, and the technical terminology is used appropriately.
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	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)

No immediate ethical issues are evident
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