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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 (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 paper studied a classical problem in fliud mechanic (Poiseulli flow…) the topic is suitable for academic research especially it used analytical solution for this problem 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	An Analytical Study for Poiseuille Flow of an Incompressible Fluid between Concentric Circular Cylinders


	


	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 good
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript exhibits structural errors in the order of its sections. The problem description, governing equations, and boundary conditions are unsuitably placed in the Results section, when they should be presented in the Methodology section. This fault weakens scientific clarity and disrupts the logical flow of the research paper. It is recommended that the manuscript be restructured according to standard academic arrangement.

1. Add a nomenclature for the symbols, physical units and definitions are used in the paper

2.Introduction.

3.Problem description, governing equations and boundary conditions (within the methodology).

4.Results and discussion.

5.Conclusions.

6. Recommendations.

7.References

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references is insufficient and doesn’t recent and not cover the current literature relevant to the topic.


	

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


	It is moderate
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Must be add validation by using numerical simulations (such as COMSOL or ANSYS Fluent) or by comparing with classical solutions found in the literature.

2.  The research paper presents too few results, which reduces the depth of the analysis and discussion of the results and weakens the support for the conclusions. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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