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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	This manuscript studies the production and properties of a Ti-4Fe-3Cr-3Cu titanium alloy using powder injection moulding. Titanium alloys are widely used because they are strong, lightweight, and corrosion resistant. The study also examines how aging temperature affects mechanical and corrosion properties. The work may help in developing lower-cost titanium alloys for engineering and aerospace applications.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and reflects the main focus of the study.
	

	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 generally summarizes the aim and methodology of the study. However, it would be improved by including a few key findings or quantitative results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound and the experimental procedure is clearly described. However, the discussion section could be improved by providing more explanation of the results and comparison with similar studies.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant to the topic. However, adding some more recent studies would strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	The English language is understandable, but some grammatical corrections and minor editing are needed to improve clarity and readability.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is interesting and relevant. However, improvements in language, discussion of results, and figure descriptions would make the manuscript stronger.
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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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