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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 study deals with the impact of a supersonic ejector on the performance of a multipurpose processing vessel (MPV) during khoa manufacturing. This is a relevant topic that highlights the research efforts on supersonic ejectors.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is acceptable but can be improved
I propose the following formulation:

“Impact of a supersonic ejector on the energy performance of a Multipurpose Processing Vat for Khoa production applications.”
	

	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 summary is somewhat comprehensive but some clarification is needed.
The author should present concretely the types of physicochemical parameters evaluated and the results. Values ​​must be presented and the significance of these values ​​must be given.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is fairly scientific. The various energy equations and relationships used are not referenced. The author will need to provide the source for each of these energy equations and relationships.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are insufficient. There is one reference from 2024 and one from 2020. The others are old. The author will need to add recent references to his scientific writing.
	

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

	Optional/General comments


	A thorough review and good quality scientific input are needed
 - Use recent references

- The summary should focus on four points: What I undertook to do, How I did it, The results obtained, and The significance of the results.

- The equations used are not referenced.

- Plotting curves and commenting on them would be better for understanding.
	


	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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