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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 (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 addresses an important and timely topic: the development of biodegradable, non-ferromagnetic, shape-memory Fe-based alloy foams for temporary implant applications. Combining shape memory behavior, biodegradability, and porosity in an Fe-based system is novel and potentially impactful, especially given the clinical limitations of Mg and Zn alloys.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is correct
	

	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.


	Abstract should rewrite as a scientific way so that improve clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. But need incorporated the following point:
1. The authors should provide quantitative shape recovery values (%) with clear definitions and, if possible, statistical variation.  

2. The manuscript lacks direct evidence phase transformation. Supporting characterization such as DSC, XRD, or TEM should be included or the limitation should be clearly acknowledged.

3. Corrosion rate units are not clearly stated in Figure 3. The authors should specify the units (e.g., mm/year) and test conditions in both the figure and text.

4. The pH of the simulated body fluid is reported as 6.60, which is lower than physiological pH. The authors should justify this choice and discuss its influence on corrosion behavior.

5. Only Young’s modulus degradation is reported. Additional mechanical properties such as compressive strength or yield stress should be provided to better assess scaffold performance.

6. The conclusions should be revised to better reflect the experimental scope


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The authors should provide quantitative shape recovery values (%) with clear definitions and, if possible, statistical variation.  


	

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


	No: Corrections English throughout manuscript


	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)

No
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