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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.
	· It is a review work on computational techniques for battery materials design, such as DFT and ML. It discusses the application of materials design for Li+ batteries, Na+ batteries, K+ batteries and so on. Also, it analyses materials design for supercapacitors. 

· This review is based on 58 high quality review articles. The references are so selected to provide complete and interesting review of current status of designing materials for energy storage applications (modern batteries and ultracapacitors).

· Though I like the style and contents 100% or even more, I feel some difficulties to accept as it is in journal article formatting methodology. The author has to submit two simple sections (i) Materials and Methods, and (ii) Conclusions. 

· I request author to put the headings such as : Abstract, Keywords, 1-Introduction, 2-Materials and Methods (or) Modeling Methodology, 3-Results and Discussion, 4-Conclusions, and References. Even though it is a review article, following journal usual headings may provide more audience rating (200% public acceptance).
· These above two ideas are my opinion on general article formatting. If I am asked to explain why I accept after requesting modification, it is its superior content and the excellent presentation skills.
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	Title is suitable
	

	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.
	Abstract is sufficient.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically correct.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and recent. 
But numbering of references is wrong. It restarts after 45. That is References are totally 58, and are numbered 1-45 in first list and another list with numbers 1-13. 

Selection of references and the way they are used in article paragraphs are excellent.
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