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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.
	1. The magnetic properties manifested by the as-synthesized nanocomposites are known to improve the magnetic memory and hardness of the magnetic materials.
2. Cobalt-doped Nickel Oxide/nickel hydroxide (CoxNi1−xO/Ni(OH)2) Nano composites.
3. Modified oxalate route is using Carambola fruit juice as a precipitating
agent, have potential applications in Magnetic memories and hardness of magnetic materials.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	ok
	

	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.
	No
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	No
	




	Optional/General comments
	The paper has good work done to study synthesis, characterization, and effects of morphology on the magnetic application base properties of pure Nickel oxide (NiO) and Cobalt-Doped Nickel Oxide/Nickel Hydroxide (CoxNi1−xO/Ni(OH)2) Nanocomposites but there are some items should be followed as follows:
1. Review the English language with native reviewers.
2. The title is too long; it should be concise and clarify the importance discussion issue.
3. The abstract section should be reformulated and updated the information about aim of work done. Consider incorporating elements from your conclusions to enhance its comprehensiveness. A robust abstract should provide a concise summary of the key aspects of your research, enabling readers to grasp its significance and findings effectively.
4. The introduction is succinct and should be reformulated and updated to provide more comprehensive information about different methods in the field, background information, and relevant prerequisites that were omitted. More efficient to support your introduction research with modern manufacture technologies for magnetic applications and so hent to the new technology science in the research media with recent references.
5. ALL REFERENCES are OLD. There are many recent references are relevant and critical for establishing the credibility of your research and demonstrating your awareness of the existing literature in your field.
6. There are several missing references to related works. Accurate and relevant references are critical for establishing the credibility of your research and demonstrating your awareness of the existing literature in your field.
7. The paper's idea, problem statement, are unclear. Clearly articulating the core idea, problem statement, of your research can help readers understand the significance of your work and its contribution to the field.
8. The verification method lacks clarity and lacks criteria for authentication. Providing a clear and well-defined verification method with specific criteria for authentication is essential for ensuring the validity and reliability of your research.
9. Most sections in your work lack strong reasoning and do not provide sufficient evidence, justification, and information. Strengthening the reasoning and substantiating your claims with evidence and relevant information will enhance the overall quality and persuasiveness of your paper.
10. The referencing throughout your work requires a thorough review and the addition of relevant and reliable references. Accurate and well-cited references are essential for supporting your arguments and demonstrating the credibility of your research. There are several missing references to related works. Accurate and relevant references are critical for establishing the credibility of the research. More efficient to refer your introduction research to modern manufacture technologies Nano-Tech recent magnetic industrial applications via recent references eg.:
· A Thabet, and Maurizio Repetto, “A Theoretical Investigation on Effective Permeability of New Magnetic Composite Materials” International Journal on Electrical Engineering and Informatics (IJEEI), Vol: 6 No:3, pp. 521- 531, Sept. 2014. https://doi.org/10.15676/ijeei.2014.6.3.6
· A. Thabet, “Percolation Phenomena for New Magnetic Composites and TIM Nanocomposites Materials” Advances in Electrical and Electronic Engineering Journal, Vol.13 No.5, pp. 558-566, Dec. 2015. https://doi.org/10.15598/aeee.v13i5.1369
· A. Thabet, S. Abdelhady and Abdel-Moamen M. A., “Design of multi-nanoparticles technique for enhancing magnetic characterization of power transformers cores” Advances
in Electrical and Electronic Engineering Journal, Vol.16, No.2, pp. 167-177, June 2018.
	















	
	https://doi.org/10.15598/aeee.v16i2.2354
12. Support the chapter with results section that requires substantial reconsideration, with a focus on providing more quantifiable information and analysis. As the results are not comprehensive, this section suffers from the same issue. Enhancing the results section with quantifiable data and in-depth analysis will provide readers with a more complete understanding of your findings.
13. ADD a comparison section between the proposed work and traditional work done aided with neat clarifications of figures and tables.
14. The conclusion is too short, it should be more comprehensive, addressing your work, its ideas, results, and comparisons with state-of-the-art works. A comprehensive conclusion should summarize your key findings, discuss their implications, and provide a clear perspective on how your work contributes to the existing body of knowledge.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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?
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