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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	In this paper, the relationship between the molecular structures of alkanes and the eccentricity of the first Zagreb index is investigated. The results indicate that this index serves as a useful descriptor for predicting the physical properties of lower alkanes. These results establish an effective and reliable descriptor for computational chemistry applications, molecular structure analysis.

The article appears interesting and detailed, and leads to possible applications in the field of Physics applied to Chemistry.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title appears correct and comprehensive.
	

	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.
	I think that the abstract of the article is well-written, clear, and comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears correct, well-structured, and understandable. The subject of the manuscript appears sufficiently innovative. The model and the solution method are clearly outlined. The results and analysis are well-defined and explained in detail. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, in general, recent references are very few and not even very recent. They should be updated a bit with new and more recent references.
	

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


	English should be improved in some parts. Some grammatical errors can be detected, for example, with software like "Grammarly".

	

	Optional/General comments


	In conclusion, we can say that the manuscript can be considered a good work in his field. But some small improvements should be implemented.
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