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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.


	This paper greatly contributes to the battery research by incorporating structural, electrochemical and in-situ study that gives a holistic framework. It promotes knowledge on hybrid and solid-state systems, the future of innovations and sustainability. 
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	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 a good representative of the main themes, but it may be improved by specifically referencing to the sustainability issues and possible future steps to be made to make it more accurate and compelling in terms of the overall implication of the manuscript.
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	The article does not provide particular examples of the research findings and numerical data, which would reinforce its arguments. Also, simplified definitions of terms of technical use may make it more accessible to a wide audience. 

The paper is also supposed to provide definite experimental findings and numerical evidence to support the arguments. Additionally, the definitions of technical terms should be made more understandable to be accessible to more people and help to gain a better perception.
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