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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 study presents an interesting approach to designing and fabricating an electrochemical cell prototype using PTFE. This work is important for the scientific community because it explores the potential of using a chemically inert material for electrochemical applications, which may lead to improved durability and reliability in energy conversion devices. Overall, the manuscript could stimulate further research on innovative cell designs and materials for sustainable energy technologies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript is descriptive and communicates the main focus of the work clearly. However, it might enhance reader interest if the title also focused at the performance or unique aspects of the prototype. For example, consider an alternative such as “Development and Characterization of a PTFE-Based Electrochemical Cell Prototype” to better reflect any outcomes or design optimizations.
	

	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 general overview of the study, but it could benefit from additional detail. Including more specific information about the experimental parameters, key performance metrics, and a brief summary of the results would enable readers to grasp the significance and practical impact of the research. Clarifying these points would also help to strengthen the manuscript for the detailed discussion in the main text.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound overall, with a clear description of the design and fabrication process. However, the methods section would be strengthened by a more comprehensive description of the experimental setup, fabrication, and testing protocols. Additional details on how the performance of the cell was evaluated would improve reproducibility and allow the readers to assess the reliability of the findings more thoroughly.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current references provide a reasonable background for the study. 
	

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


	The language in the manuscript is generally acceptable, but there are some minor grammatical and stylistic issues that could hinder clarity. I recommend a careful proofreading or editing by a native English speaker
	

	Optional/General comments


	In summary, the manuscript addresses a significant topic in the area of electrochemical cell research. While the work is scientifically robust and the concept is promising, I recommend a few revisions to enhance clarity and completeness, particularly in the description of the experimental methods and the integration of more recent literature. With these minor revisions, the manuscript will be a strong contribution to the field.s
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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