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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.

	
	

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

	
	

	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.

	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	




	

	Optional/General comments

	
Title of the article: DC Conductivity of Iron-Decorated Polypyrrole
Manuscript Number: Ms_BPR_7038
Reviewer comments
1. In the abstract it was mentioned that the sample is named as Fe-Ppy with various weight
percentages. Mention the percentage like 25wt% , 50 wt% ..etc to make it very clear
about the concentration of the dopant
2. The value of DC conductivity should be mentioned in short to make it more scientific
3. In introduction section authors have mentioned that Ppy is used commonly ..but no
reference for the same
4. In the last line of the introduction it is better to include why you choose these materials
and it was not mentioned about host or dopant .. totally confused .
5. Suggest reason for choosing 10 ml and 20ml tea extract.
6. The method of tea extract has to be included for the better clarification
7. In XRD RESULT peak values have not been cited and JCPDS reference no should be
included. It has to be rewritten completely
8. SEM images are spherical shape and reason for the same has to be included for
example surface energy minimisation, nucleation growth , solvent effect etc
9. It is better to include reference like10.1007/s00289-025-05724-4 ,
https://doi.org/10.1177/08927057251322172
10. Write an comparative analysis for DC
11. Reason for increasing DC conductivity like .. interracial, movement of free electrons,etc..
12. In SEM images it was noted that spherical with composite structure so it is more
interfacing composite which can have free electrons trapped this can be one of the
important aspects for high DC conductivity
13. Compare all the results with physical, structural to review the DC result
14. Activation energy has to increase but the values are reasonable it's better to increase
content…by citing more articles
15. Overall reference should be included in the results
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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? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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