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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 contributes to the growing body of research on aluminium metal matrix composites (AMMCs), particularly focusing on AL6063 reinforced with tungsten carbide and magnesium. The study provides valuable experimental insights into how varying WC reinforcement levels affect mechanical and microstructural properties, which is highly relevant for lightweight structural applications in automotive and aerospace sectors. The findings on the trade-off between strength and impact resistance are practically significant for design engineers. Overall, the work supports material optimization strategies for high-performance, lightweight engineering applications.
	

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

	Yes, the title is appropriate and reflects the core content of the manuscript.
	

	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 generally well written and captures the scope, methodology, and key findings. However, the following improvements are suggested. Replace informal phrases such as “pretty clear” with scientific wording, include quantitative values (e.g., tensile strength, hardness improvements), and mention fabrication method explicitly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and technically valid. The methodology, material selection, and mechanical characterization align with standard practices in MMC research. The interpretations of results are logical and supported by experimental findings and SEM observations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are adequate and relevant to the topic. However, inclusion of a few more recent (2021–2024) journal articles on WC-reinforced aluminium composites and nano-reinforcements would strengthen the literature review. 
Add this reference: 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40033-025-00981-z 
https://doi.org/10.33263/BRIAC124.45444556
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nxmate.2025.101578


	

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

	
A professional language edit is recommended before final publication.



	

	Optional/General comments

	1. Figures and graphs should include proper labels, units, and captions
2. Ensure consistent notation (e.g., R1, R2, R3 naming)
3. Add error bars or repeatability discussion in mechanical test results
4. SEM images should include scale bars and magnification levels
5. Expand discussion on particle agglomeration effects on fatigue behaviour
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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