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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 
 

 
 

1- Extensive editing of English language and style required 
2- The abstract and conclusion sections should be a specific and 
3- scientific approach.  
4- The introduction does not provide sufficient background, the author should 

expound on the research significance of the present work. 
5- The authors should explain the novelty of the present article.  
6- The analysis of the characterization of ZnO particle needs to be improved 
7- What is the pH of the reaction solution? The pH of the solution normally varies from 

precursor to precursor. The authors must justify the selection of pH, temperature, 
and time. 

8- The authors should provide high-resolution TEM, and lattice fringe patterns. 
9- The authors should include error bars in all results for more 

accuracy. 
10- In the current state, there are more typographical errors. 

Therefore, the authors are advised to recheck the whole manuscript for improving the 
language and structure carefully, and the type of nanoparticle was written wrongly twice. 
 

11- The author should focus on the conclusions to be supported by the results. 
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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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