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PART1:Comments 

 Reviewer’scomment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part inthemanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshould 
writehis/herfeedback 
here) 

Pleasewriteafewsentencesregardingtheimportan
ce of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 

Theinformationavailableinthis manuscriptis scientificallycorrect. therefore,this manuscripthas scientific 
strength in terms of: 
1. ClarityandFocus:Thestudyprovidesa clear objective:analyzingthephotoconductivityof 
Gr/PVDF composites under IR light. 
2. Methodology:Detailedstepsfor materialpreparation,characterization(SEM,XRD),anddata 
collection are provided, ensuring reproducibility. 
3. ResultsPresentation:Results, includingI-VcharacteristicsandSEM/XRDanalyses, areeffectively 
conveyed using figures and graphs. 
4. Applications:Thepaperhighlightspotentialusesinoptoelectronicdevicesandsensors,enhancing its 
practical significance. 

 

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternative title) 

No, Isuggestanalternativetittle: 
“StudyofanEnhancedinfraredPhotoresponseingraphenePVDFNanocomposites”. 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you 
suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepointsinth
is section? Please write your suggestions here. 

Abstract iswrittenina morecomprehensivewithgoodinformativemanner, detailingthefabrication method 
and diagnostic techniques studied in the research. 

 

Isthemanuscriptscientifically,correct?Pleasewrit
e here. 

Thegeneralstructureofthemanuscript scientificallyiswrittenina verycoherent scientificandthe subsections 
are very clear and appropriate. 

 

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?Ifyouhave 
suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

Most of references are not sufficient compared to the expansion and comprehensiveness the study in 
termsof diagnosesandapparentresults.Theywerenot sufficient mostly,andwemust dependonother 
andreferencesintermsofexplainingtheaspectsofpreparationmethoddiagnosisandstudyingtherole 
ofthenanomaterialsinthepolymerchains. 

 

Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitable 
for scholarly communications? 

Yes, thelanguagestructures (English), usedinwritingthearticlearevery goodandsuitablefor scientific 
publication. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments In general, theresearcharticleis goodinterms ofthescientificcontext andtheresults obtainedfrom the 
study. 
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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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