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	PART 1: Review Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment(If agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. Authors must write his/her feedback here)

	Is the manuscript important for the scientific community?
Please write a few sentences explaining your answer
	Yes, ofcousrs, The book chapter refers to the working surfaces of the blades of gas and hydro turbines and the propeller blades of marine vessels. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
Do you have any alternative Title in your mind?
	The title is suitable to mention a procedure and the use of the helograpic device setup. The holographic installation of non-destructive testing. "Sofya Varvarchuk" and compare.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions

	Yes, the abstruct is comprensive. 
	

	Do you think the English quality of the article is suitable for 
scholarly communications?
If your answer is No, please provide suggestions
	The English written in the article is grammatically correct and understandable, but the figure is not considered in the statement. The figure description does not express inditail.  
	

	Please provide your comments regarding the appropriateness
of different sections of the manuscript.
	I think the manuscript has stored theoretical information and clarified the halographic installation plan, but there is a gap in the expectations.
1) The abstract should contain the halographic image of the surface based on the geometrical characteristics models, but how can it be compared with the Sofya Varvarchuk installation? It should be set with a plan, an aim, and motivation.
2) The figure captions are not enough, especially since the paper tends to use an experimental data approach.
3) The paper does not provide enough clarity between the Sofia Varvarchuk installation and other models.
4) The author should refer to the recent paper published.
	

	Do you think that the references in the manuscript are proper, 
recent and sufficient?
If you have any suggestions, please write here.
	The references in the manuscript are not proper. The reference is suggested in this style: "the author, the book title, the year of version, the publisher, and the publication serial number.”
	






	PART  2: 


	
	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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