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	Reviewer’s comment
	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.

	It sounds like you're exploring some advanced topics in nonlinear optics!
This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into the third-order nonlinear optical properties of Zinc-Tetraphenyl Porphyrin (ZnTPP) thin films. The findings on reverse saturation absorption (RSA) and self-defocusing effects could pave the way for advancements in optical limiting and photonic device applications. Additionally, the study's detailed analysis and methodology contribute to a better understanding of the excited state absorption mechanisms in such materials, offering a foundation for future research in nonlinear optics and materials science. This work highlights the potential of ZnTPP thin films in enhancing the performance and efficiency of photonic systems.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes
	

	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.

	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Based on the provided content, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. It presents a comprehensive study on the third-order nonlinear optical properties of ZnTPP thin films, including experimental details, results, and discussions
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are very less in count. The authors can include more references with recent papers published in this topic. 
	

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

	

Yes. 
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If possible Can include some other characteristics. 
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	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? 

	Based on the provided content, there don't appear to be any ethical issues in the manuscript. The study follows standard scientific procedures, including proper experimental methodologies, data presentation, and citations of relevant literature.

	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	Based on the provided content, there don't appear to be any evident competing interest issues in the manuscript. However, it's crucial to ensure that any potential conflicts of interest are explicitly addressed. Here are some points to consider:
1. Funding Sources:
· Ensure that any funding sources for the research are disclosed, and state whether they had any influence on the study design, data collection, analysis, or publication decisions.
2. Author Affiliations:
· Make sure all authors' affiliations are clearly listed, and any affiliations with organizations that could have a financial interest in the research outcomes are disclosed.
3. Personal Financial Interests:
· Declare any personal financial interests that the authors might have in the results of the study, such as stock ownership, consultancy fees, or intellectual property rights.
4. Transparency:
· If there are any relationships or activities that might bias the work, they should be transparently reported in the manuscript.

	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	While I can review the content for general originality and quality, I can't perform a detailed plagiarism check or provide a specific percentage of plagiarism.
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	As a reviewer of the manuscript titled "Intensity Dependent Third Order Optical Nonlinearity of Zinc-Tetraphenyl Porphyrin Ultrathin film in Nano-Second Regime," I declare that I have no competing financial, professional, or personal interests that could have influenced my review of this work. I have conducted this review impartially and to the best of my professional ability.
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	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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