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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 reports the synthesis of a zinc pyromellitate complex via a room temperature precipitation method and its subsequent use as a precursor for the preparation of nano ZnO through thermal decomposition. The study contributes to the ongoing efforts in developing simple and cost-effective synthetic routes for ZnO nanomaterials, which are widely utilized in catalysis, sensing, and optoelectronic applications. The use of an organic inorganic complex as a precursor offers insight into controlled nanoparticle formation through decomposition pathways. However, further clarification and strengthening of structural analysis and application relevance would enhance its overall scientific impact.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate but can be improved for clarity and scientific precision.
Suggested title:
“Room-Temperature Synthesis of a Zinc Pyromellitate Complex and Its Application as a Precursor for Nano-ZnO Formation”
	

	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 provides a basic overview of the synthesis and characterization; however, it requires improvement in clarity and structure.
Remove grammatical errors, clearly state the motivation of the study. Include quantitative results. Briefly mention the significance of ZnO obtained.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound in terms of experimental approach; however, several aspects require clarification and strengthening
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant but somewhat limited in terms of recent developments.
	

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


	The language requires significant improvement.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The structural assignment of the complex is not fully convincing without single-crystal XRD data; reliance solely on PXRD, FTIR, and elemental analysis limits structural certainty.

2. The interpretation of BET isotherm (Type III) as mesoporous behavior needs reconsideration or further justification.

3. TGA-based assignments of coordinated water and hydroxyl groups appear overinterpreted without supporting evolved gas analysis.

4. The PXRD analysis lacks detailed refinement or comparison with standard databases.

5. SEM analysis is qualitative; quantitative particle size evaluation is missing.

6. Include more recent (last 5 years) studies on ZnO nanoparticle synthesis via precursor decomposition, and metal-organic frameworks / coordination complexes as precursors.

7. Add references comparing similar synthesis strategies and applications of ZnO nanostructures. You can see the following literature for your reference 
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma15093364, https://doi.org/10.1007/s13204-019-01020-6, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apmt.2024.102508, https://doi.org/10.4028/p-j91b2a, 

8. The manuscript would benefit from a clearer discussion of significance of the work.

9. The application aspect of ZnO is not experimentally demonstrated and should either be strengthened or more clearly framed as a preliminary study.

10. Consistency in figure numbering and formatting should be improved.

11. Units and symbols should be standardized throughout the manuscript.

language requires significant improvement.
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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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