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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.
	It contributes to ongoing research which is based on elimination of the need for conventional propellants. Also this kind of study opens new path for further research in quantum vacuum interactions and advanced propulsion technologies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable? (If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Partially suitable because no experimental data analysis has been provided in 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.
	Yes, No suggestion almost correct.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Manuscript is almost scientifically correct but it needs some minor corrections such as
1. Typological mistakes in first two equations of section 2.1.
2. Include the example of high-field densities and cavity asymmetries
3. Replace QQQ by only “Q” in 2.2.1
4. In manuscript, experimental results/analyasis has been mentioned but no data,figures and graphs are provided
5. Addition of frequency Vs thrust plots will enhance clarity.
6. Manuscript does not differentiate between experimentally verified findings and theoretical possibilities.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of
additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient
	

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

	Optional/General comments
	Manuscript is sound in structure and goal.
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