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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 provides a systematic overview of the optimization and characterization of CuO thin films deposited via the spray pyrolysis technique. By correlating substrate temperature with structural, morphological, vibrational, and optical properties, the review offers valuable insights into process–property relationships in CuO thin films. The comprehensive use of characterization tools (XRD, SEM, AFM, Raman, FTIR, and UV–Vis spectroscopy) strengthens the reliability of the conclusions. The review is relevant for researchers working on metal oxide thin films for optoelectronic, sensing, and energy-related applications.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and reflects the core content of the manuscript. However, since the work emphasizes temperature-dependent optimization using spray pyrolysis, the title could be made more specific such as “Temperature-Dependent Optimization and Characterization of CuO Thin Films Prepared by Spray Pyrolysis: A Review”
	

	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 is mostly comprehensive and summarizes the deposition method, characterization techniques, and key findings effectively. However, it is somewhat lengthy and could benefit from improved clarity and conciseness. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The reference list is extensive and appropriate, covering both foundational and applied studies related to CuO thin films. Some recent references may be added to strengthens the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Consider adding recent review articles (2022–2025) on spray pyrolysis or CuO-based optoelectronic materials.
	

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


	The language is understandable, but the manuscript contains many grammatical errors, unclear sentence constructions, repetition, and inconsistent terminology. These issues significantly affect readability and scientific clarity. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Several figures are insufficiently discussed in the text.
Figure quality and panel need improvement for better clarity.
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