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	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.
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	Optional/General comments


	1. Mention which types of orientation silicon (Si) substrates were used for deposition. For ex Si (110).

2. Many times, missing dihydrate word in ZnO precursors.

3. SEM observation did not find out how precursor concentrations are increased to affect grain size.

4. XRD measurements were conducted over a 2θ range from 30° to 60°, but the actual figure were used in a 2θ range from 35° to 45°.

5. The author writes an optical transmission spectra analysis, but optical transmittance spectra are missing in this paper.

6. SEM analysis not find out how the effect of film thickness varies with varying precursor concentrations.

7. XRD analysis are missing the terms FWHM, crystallite size, and higher defect density.

8. Many analyses are not present in this paper, like EDS or XPS, optical absorption, band gap, FTIR, and electrical properties.

9. Photoluminescence spectra do not mention UV and blue emission peak effects for varying precursors.

10. Many researchers have already worked on this topic. 
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