Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Engineering Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JERR_141444

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Carbon-Supported Fe–N–C Catalysts for the Oxygen Reduction Reaction in Fuel Cells: A Mini Review

	Type of the Article
	Review Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	· How does the manuscript’s focus on structure–property–performance relationships advance the practical development of fuel cell technologies?


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· 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.


	· Is the phrase “and so on” when listing carbon materials sufficiently precise, or should specific examples be included to improve clarity?


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· In Section 2.2, the performance metrics for the two-step pyrolysis method (e.g., ~850 m²/g surface area, 0.88 V half-wave potential) are cited from a specific study [32]. Are these values representative of typical two-step pyrolysis catalysts, or are they exceptional? Can you clarify to avoid potential overgeneralization?

· In Section 3.4, carbon corrosion is identified as a challenge, but mitigation strategies are not discussed in detail. Can you provide examples of approaches (e.g., graphitization, heteroatom doping) to address this issue?


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In Section 3.4, carbon corrosion is identified as a challenge, but mitigation strategies are not discussed in detail. Can you provide examples of approaches (e.g., graphitization, heteroatom doping) to address this issue?
	

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


	Minor grammatical and stylistic issues, such as the formatting error “2and” in the abstract and the use of “comforting electron transfer” in Section 1.1? What steps will you take to ensure language consistency?


	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Rajesh Vansdadiya, Children’s Research University, India

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

