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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The article is devoted to the actual topic of the manufacture and use of magnetic fluids for
various practical applications. As intended by the authors, this is a review article on a very
actual topic. The main disadvantage is the lack of citation of the results obtained by other
authors. This makes it difficult to separate the original part of the article, in which the
author's value judgments should be highlighted. All references on methods and devices in
the text of the article should be accompanied by references to sources of information,
which should confirm the technical sound of statements and conclusions. The text also
contains a few lax grammatical forms that must be revised. For example, “This article
briefly introduces the magnetic fluid, and then discusses the preparation method of the
magnetic fluid and the application scenarios of the magnetic fluid”. The statement: “With
the advent of the 5G era, the application field of sensors will continue to expand”, requires
clarification or reference. The final assessment of the scientific significance of the article
can be made after the elimination of the noted shortcomings.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? All references on methods and devices in the text of the article should be

accompanied by references to sources of information, which should confirm

the technical sound of statements and conclusions. The authors mention Mr.

Su Shugiang's sensor, but there is no reference.
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