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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 makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by advancing the theoretical understanding of hydromagnetic non-Newtonian suspension flows, particularly Boussinesq–Stokes suspensions over exponentially stretching surfaces. Such flows are highly relevant to modern engineering and industrial processes, including polymer extrusion, cooling of metallic plates, coating technologies, and materials processing under magnetic fields. By incorporating the effects of the Chandrasekhar number, couple stress parameter, Prandtl number, and Eckert number, the study provides a comprehensive parametric analysis that deepens insight into the complex interaction between magnetic forces, viscous microstructure effects, and thermal transport mechanisms.
	

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

	yes
	

	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.

	yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	yes
	

	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 appear to be somewhat limited in number and lack sufficient coverage of recent developments in the field. In particular, more up-to-date studies (especially from the last five years) on hydromagnetic non-Newtonian flows, Boussinesq–Stokes suspensions, and advanced analytical or semi-analytical solution techniques should be incorporated to better position the work within the current literature. Including additional high-quality and recent journal articles would strengthen the scientific context and highlight the present study. I recommend that the authors expand and update the reference list accordingly and, where appropriate, cite recent related contributions in their discussion.
1. Numerical Simulation of Casson Micropolar Fluid Flow Over an Inclined Surface Through Porous Medium. Journal of Mines, Metals & Fuels, 71(11).
2. Heat Radiation on Casson Nanofluid Flow over an Inclined Stretching Surface with Heat and Mass Diffusions
3. Influence of homogeneous–heterogeneous reactions on micropolar nanofluid flow over an exponentially stretching surface with the Cattaneo–Christov heat flux model
4. Thermal and bioconvective analysis of williamson fluid over a porous curved stretching surface under Homogeneous–Heterogeneous reactions
5. Stagnation-point flow of a Sisko nanofluid over a stretching surface with heat generation and nano-transport phenomena
	

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

	
The overall English quality of the manuscript is understandable; however, it requires improvement before it can be considered fully suitable for scholarly communication. Several grammatical inconsistencies, awkward sentence structures, and minor typographical errors are present throughout the text, which occasionally affect clarity and flow. In addition, some technical descriptions would benefit from more precise academic phrasing and improved sentence coherence. I recommend a thorough revision by a proficient


	

	Optional/General comments

	Major Revision Comments
1. Literature Review Enhancement: The introduction lacks sufficient coverage of recent and high-impact studies related to hydromagnetic Boussinesq–Stokes suspensions and exponentially stretching sheets. The authors should expand the literature review, particularly incorporating research published within the last 5–7 years, and clearly identify the research gap.
2. Mathematical Model Justification: The assumptions used in formulating the governing equations (e.g., boundary-layer approximations, Boussinesq approximation, magnetic field assumptions) need clearer physical justification. A brief explanation of the validity and limitations of these assumptions is required.
3. Transformation Details: The similarity transformation process is presented briefly. A more detailed derivation showing intermediate steps would improve clarity and reproducibility for readers.
4. Method Validation: Although the Differential Transform Method (DTM) is employed, the manuscript lacks validation. The authors should compare their results with previously published data, limiting cases, or numerical solutions to demonstrate accuracy and reliability.
5. Convergence Analysis: Since DTM is a series-based method, a clear discussion of convergence criteria, truncation error, and stability of the obtained solutions is necessary.
6. Physical Interpretation of Results: The discussion section should be strengthened with deeper physical explanations of how each governing parameter (Chandrasekhar number, couple stress parameter, Prandtl number, Eckert number) influences velocity and temperature fields.
7. Graphical Presentation Improvement: Some figures require clearer labeling, improved resolution, and better description in the captions. Axes, parameter values, and physical interpretation should be explicitly stated.
8. Boundary Condition Explanation: The physical meaning of the boundary conditions, especially at the stretching sheet and in the far field, should be more clearly discussed.
9. Language and Organization: The manuscript requires significant improvement in English language quality, sentence structure, and overall organization. Careful proofreading and professional editing are recommended to meet international journal standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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