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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. authors must 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 introduces a green, single-step electrochemical method for synthesizing copper(II) thiolates via in-situ sulfur insertion. The approach is environmentally friendly, catalyst-free, and utilizes simple lab equipment. These complexes have potential applications in medicinal and material chemistry. The work adds value to sustainable synthetic methodologies in coordination chemistry.
	

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

	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.
	· Clarify the reaction mechanism briefly, such as the role of in-situ sulfur insertion.

· Mention key findings, like current efficiency and solubility behavior, to reflect the outcomes of the study.

· Streamline the language to improve readability
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically valid and follows standard electrochemical synthesis and characterization methods. However, clearer data presentation and minor clarifications in spectral interpretation would enhance its scientific accuracy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The manuscript includes several outdated references, and the citation list would benefit from the inclusion of more recent studies (from the last 5–7 years) to reflect current advancements in electrochemical synthesis and copper coordination chemistry. The authors are encouraged to update the reference list with recent literature to strengthen the relevance and context of the work.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Is the language and overall English quality of the manuscript appropriate for scholarly communication, or would you recommend grammatical corrections and language refinement for better clarity and readability?
	

	Optional/General comments
	

The authors have reported a book chapter entitled as “Electrochemically Activated Insertion of Sulphur to Organic Compounds from Heterogenous Solution at Sacrificial Copper Anode”. The present article is well organized, but it still needs significant editing before its acceptance. The author must respond to the following comments and make required corrections:

1. Improve language and check grammatical errors in the whole manuscript.
2. Could the abstract be revised to clearly state the novelty of the synthetic route and the potential applications of the synthesized complexes?
3. Authors should provide pertinent literature outlining the relevance of the present study in the introduction section. Authors may take help/cite recent research papers on nanoparticles published by various researchers to make the literature rich: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccr.2024.215750
https://doi.org/10.1515/ijmr-2023-0343 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scenv.2024.100160 https://doi.org/10.1142/S0219581X24500108 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.inoche.2023.111084

4. Consider refining the keywords to include "green synthesis", "heterogeneous electrolysis", or "electrochemical insertion", which are more searchable and relevant.
5. The manuscript lacks proper section and subsection headings. Can the authors reorganize the content under standard sections such as Introduction, Experimental, Results and Discussion, Conclusion, etc.?
6. Figures 1 are of low resolution and text is unreadable. Can the authors provide high- quality, vector-based images for clarity and professional presentation?
7. Please specify the cell voltage range more accurately (e.g., was it varied between 40 and 50 V or held constant?). How was the constant current of 6 mA maintained?
8. The elemental data slightly deviates from calculated values. Could the authors clarify if this deviation is within acceptable analytical error?
9. Some spectral assignments are generalized. Could the authors provide more detailed discussion or comparison with similar reported compounds?
10. The mass spectrum is discussed, but the spectrum itself is not shown. Can a figure be included to support the peak assignments?
11. The mechanism provided is brief. Can the authors expand on the electrochemical aspects, including possible intermediate formation and reaction kinetics?
12. Tables 1 and 2 are hard to interpret due to formatting. Could the tables be restructured for better readability and clarity?
13. Numerous grammatical errors (e.g., “do not melt but undergo decomposition”) reduce
readability. Could the manuscript be professionally proofread?
14. The authors mention “first time” in synthesis; can they provide more literature
comparison to highlight the novelty of this electrochemical route clearly?
15. The term “green route” is used. Could the authors justify this claim concerning green chemistry metrics (e.g., atom economy, energy consumption)?
16. What are the anticipated applications of these thiolate complexes? Could the authors briefly elaborate on the future scope in catalysis, electronics, or medicine?
17. All key results discussed in the manuscript (e.g., FT-IR spectra, mass spectra, elemental analysis comparisons, and proposed reaction mechanisms) should be supported with clearly labeled, high-resolution figures to enhance clarity and allow better interpretation of the data.
18. The Author includes several outdated references, and the citation list would benefit from the inclusion of more recent studies (from the last 5–7 years)



	


	PART 2:

	
	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?
	No
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