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	PART  1: Comments



	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.


	This study offers a timely and meaningful contribution to the field of scientometrics and information science by analysing the research productivity of Indian scholars in the domain of Metal–Organic Frameworks (MOFs). By applying Lotka’s Law and Price’s Square Root Law, the paper effectively bridges the disciplines of materials science and bibliometric modelling, shedding light on evolving research patterns within a rapidly growing scientific field.

The analysis provides a detailed view of the growth trajectory of MOF research in India, highlighting trends in author productivity, collaboration networks, and scholarly output. The findings largely conform to Lotka’s inverse-square law, demonstrating the characteristic pattern of author concentration, while also revealing deviations from Price’s Law, thus offering new insights into author participation in high-impact areas of research.

In doing so, the study not only contributes empirical evidence to the literature but also enhances methodological depth within the Indian scientometric context. It underscores the importance of combining domain-specific research evaluation with classical bibliometric theories to understand the dynamics of emerging scientific communities better.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title)
	Remains the same 
	

	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.


	· Merge and shorten the first two sentences for smoother readability.

· Replace: It is unclear who the more productive researchers are… with

· This study identifies prolific contributors, collaborative patterns, and the overall author distribution in Indian MOF research (2000–2024).

· Ensure spacing consistency (missing spaces between words like groundedin, sourcesinacademic).

· Add a quantitative closing statement such as:

· The Kolmogorov–Smirnov test confirmed conformity to Lotka’s distribution (K–S = 0.00794, α = 0.01).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology is scientifically sound and replicable, using Web of Science data with clear analytical tools (HistCite, BibExcel, Google Sheets).

However, it requires minor refinements for clarity:

· Correct the phrase (groundedin the retrospective review of secondary sourcesinacademic database)

· grounded in a retrospective review of secondary sources from academic databases.

· Mention the software version numbers (e.g., HistCite 12.03.17, BibExcel 2019).

· Indicate data collection date (e.g., Data were retrieved in May 2024).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The references are relevant and adequate (24 citations) but need minor style corrections for APA/Harvard consistency:

· Ensure space before and after ampersands (e.g., & Noro, S. I.).

· Italicise journal titles and volume numbers.

· Ensure DOIs are active and formatted as hyperlinks 
	

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


	· Overall, the paper demonstrates strong academic writing, but a few grammar and formatting issues should be corrected:

· Consistency: Metal-Organic Framework (use hyphen, not space).

· Replace Law Inverse Square Law with Inverse Square Law of Scientific Author Productivity.

· Avoid redundancy: Researchinvolvement(Table2) such as research involvement (Table 2).

· Insert missing spaces around equations, e.g., C = Nm / (Nm + Ns).

· Correct small spelling errors:

· Frame work → Framework.

· HisCite → HistCite.

· Tchnology → Technology.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The integration of Lotka’s and Price’s laws in one study provides excellent comparative depth.

· The visual and numerical data presentation can be slightly condensed by moving Tables 4 & 5 to an appendix in the final version.

· Add a brief statement in the Discussion about policy implications (e.g., “Results may help research administrators identify key institutions fostering MOF innovation”).
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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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