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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.


	The research article is based high performance electrochemical process

In comparison to blank NF or single oxides, electrochemical tests showed markedly greater current densities in methanol-containing electrolytes, indicating enhanced MOR activity. In line with other studies of high-performance NiCo₂O₄ morphologies, the porous–hierarchical design allowed for excellent catalyst adhesion, strong ion transport, and long-term stability. These results demonstrate that NiCoO₄/NF is a non-platinum catalyst that is inexpensive, long-lasting, and has a lot of potential for improving DMFC technology.
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	The authors need to clarify the following minor comments before the manuscript can be accepted for publication:
1. The authors are advised to recheck the entire manuscript for grammar corrections, language improvement, and careful attention to structure. This should include both English and scientific corrections.

2. In the introduction section you have mentioned CoO4 as as Cobalt but it not a common cobalt oxide because its contains 1 cobalt and 4 oxygen atoms check it.

3. Check whether it is topology or morphology of nanostructure like nanowires nanosheet &nanoflake etc.

4. What are the advantages of hydrothermal method?

5. What is the difference between heating and annealing?

6. Figure 1 is not cited in the materials and method section include it.

7. 3.1 has to be mention material  characterization techniques and electrochemical testing or 3.2 electochemical testing. Instead of materials should be material because you have one material.

8. Reference number  22 to 34 is in bold use unique format.

9. In the EDX section figure 4 is explained about XRD not EDX, EDX explained in figure 3 change it.

10. In XRD section there is no figure 7 in the manuscript but is mentioned, it is suppose to be in figure 4 change it.

11. In the XRD section small crystallite size but it is not reflected in the manuscript, larger surface area you said but it could be investigated by BET analysis while writing manuscript careful about the words which your using.

12. Peaks are very narrow not broader and how did you confirm without JCPDS card no the peaks are your catalysts.
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