
 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (07-07-2024) 

 
Journal Name: Journal of Energy Research and Reviews  
Manuscript Number: Ms_JENRR_130790 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Numerical simulation and evaluation of Y2S3 and Y2TeS2 on structural, stability and electronic properties for photocatalytic water splitting applications 

Type of the Article Research Article 
 
 



 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (07-07-2024) 

 
PART  1: Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment 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 
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Investigation using state of the art density functional theory the physical properties and photocatalytic 
application of orthorhombic phase yttrium sulphide (Y2S3) is very important. Recently, two-dimensional 
material yttrium sulphur selenide (Y2Se), was predicted by using first principle calculations. 
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Article is overall good for research. 
Article is overall good for research. Article may accept after small corrections in references. 
The references may introduce serially in introduction.  Mismatch reference number in 
references number and in introduction 

The references are arranged serially as suggested by the 
reviewer. 
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