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	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 importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The article is well organized. The viewpoint in this article and the results have merit and are of interest, thus it will be reasonable to consider the publication of this paper.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	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.


	Avoid writing abbreviation in the abstract like “quantum magnetized hydrodynamic (QMHD)”

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	he viewpoint in this article and the results have merit and are of interest, thus it will be reasonable to consider the publication of this paper.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. The authors are advised to include recent references, as the manuscript currently lacks updated citations.


	

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


	2. Generally well-written paper, to improve the quality of the paper, please check your sentences and/or English one more time.


	

	Optional/General comments


	In this paper, the authors used the quantum magnetized hydrodynamic model to investigate the spin effect in parametric amplification and dispersion characteristics of an n-type piezoelectric semiconductor plasma. They analyzed the spin dynamics and found that the spin effect significantly modifies the nonlinear optical response of materials. Their findings provide insights into quantum plasma physics and offer guidance for designing and optimizing semiconductor devices for quantum applications like sensors and actuators

It can be accepted after the minor changes,

3. Generally well-written paper, to improve the quality of the paper, please check your sentences and/or English one more time.

4. Avoid writing abbreviation in the abstract like “quantum magnetized hydrodynamic (QMHD)”
5. The introduction should be revised to adopt a more professional tone, ensuring that a single book reference is cited at the beginning to set the foundation for the study.

6. What is the motive for considering this model?

7. Please minimize the use of "we" throughout the manuscript, as it appears freque

8. Authors should re-read the whole manuscript.

9. The authors need to mention brief information with applications of present model.

10. The author should ensure the paper is written professionally, paying close attention to proper formatting and alignment, particularly for equation numbers, to maintain consistency and enhance readability.

11. Figure 1 requires attention, as there appears to be an error. The authors are advised to carefully review and revise it.

12. What are the limitations of the method?

13. The authors are advised to rewrite the conclusion and abstract sections to clearly address the main results without repeating sentences.
14. What are the benefits of applied methods? How the underlined scheme is different, what kind of particular solutions they obtained which other methods not offered?
15. The authors are advised to include recent references, as the manuscript currently lacks updated citations.

I recommend acceptance of the paper for publication subject to the above minor changes aimed at improving the quality of the article.
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	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)
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