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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community because it helps us understand how adding iron (Fe) to zinc sulfide (ZnS) changes its properties. The study shows that by using a simple and low-cost method called electrodeposition, Fe can be successfully added to ZnS to create a material with useful optical and structural features. These new materials can be used in advanced technologies like solar cells and spintronics (a type of electronics that uses the spin of electrons). The results also show that the material’s light absorption and crystal structure can be controlled by changing the amount of Fe added, which is valuable information for future research and applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This title is generally suitable, as it clearly states the focus of the study- Fe doping, the material (ZnFeS), its optical and structural properties, and the fabrication method (electrodeposition). 

However, it could be made clearer and more concise. The term "ZnFeS" may be slightly misleading, as the material is actually Fe-doped ZnS, not a new compound called ZnFeS.
	

	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.
	The abstract of the article provides a good overview of the study, including the material investigated (Fe-doped ZnS), the synthesis method (electrodeposition), and key characterization techniques (XRF, UV-Vis, XRD). It also mentions major findings such as successful doping, crystallinity and changes in bandgap.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and presents valid experimental work on Fe-doped ZnS thin films synthesized using the electrodeposition technique. The characterization methods used - XRF, XRD and UV-Vis spectroscopy are appropriate and provide clear evidence of successful doping and changes in optical and structural properties. The observed bandgap reduction, crystallite size and variation in dielectric constants with Fe concentration are consistent with known behavior in dilute magnetic semiconductors. Overall, the study is well conducted and makes a meaningful contribution to the field of spintronic and optoelectronic materials.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include several recent studies from 2021 to 2024, supporting the work effectively.
	

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


	The language of the article is generally understandable but not fully suitable for scholarly communication in its current form. There are several grammatical errors, inconsistent sentence structures and informal expressions that need revision to improve clarity, precision and academic tone. A thorough language and proofreading edit is recommended to meet the standards of scholarly writing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents relevant findings on Fe-doped ZnS thin films with potential applications in spintronics. The experimental approach is sound, and the characterization techniques are appropriate. Some sections require improved clarity and language refinement. Overall, the study is valuable and worth consideration after minor revisions.
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