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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	The manuscript presents a DFT study of the structural, mechanical, thermodynamic, and phonon properties of the half-Heusler compounds VRhTe and VRuSb. The investigation of vanadium-based ternary intermetallic systems remains comparatively limited in the literature and therefore the work contributes to expanding the theoretical understanding of such materials. The combination of elastic analysis, quasi-harmonic Debye thermodynamics and phonon dispersion calculations provides a reasonably broad characterization of these systems. 

While the topic is relevant, the manuscript in its current form requires substantial revision before it can be considered for publication.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title reflects the content of the manuscript but is grammatically awkward and a clearer and more standard formulation would be:
“First-Principles Study of Structural, Mechanical, Thermodynamic and Phonon Properties of Half-Heusler Compounds VRhTe and VRuSb”
	

	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 includes the principal computational approach and the main results. However, it should be rewritten for clarity, precision and scientific restraint, especially the claim regarding suitability for optoelectronic applications is not sufficiently supported, as no electronic band structure or optical calculations are provided.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The computational methodology is appropriate and standard for this type of study. However,
1. The reported B/G value of 11.94 for VRhTe is unusually large and warrants verification.

2. There are inconsistencies in the discussion of bulk modulus and compressibility. These interpretations must be aligned with the numerical data presented.

3. Statements linking heat capacity directly to optoelectronic suitability are not sufficiently justified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes several recent contributions (2024–2025), which is commendable.
	

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


	The manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors, typographical mistakes, inconsistent terminology, and repetitive phrasing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. All tables should be carefully reformatted with consistent units and notation.
2. The conclusion should be aligned strictly with the calculated results.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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