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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that 

part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 Author should mention the importance of thermoelectric material in the ‘Introduction’ 
section for the base level reader. 

 Author should include the advantages of CdO as TE material in ‘Introduction’ section. 
 Variation of Doping concentration (Zn) can largely modify the properties (figure of 

merit) of the  CdO material. Author should incorporate the data in the graph by 
varying the zinc percentage.  

 Doping can vary the mobility and carrier concentration. Authors should mention the 
same by incorporating graph in the manuscript. 

 Doping of Zn can also suppress the thermal conductivity of CdO through enhanced 
phonon scattering. This should be taken into account before concluding anything. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

‘Introduction’ can be re-written. 
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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details) 
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