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1. This article proposes a simple and convenient method for the synthesis of few-layered FePS3 nanosheets modified by N-doped carbon (FePS3@NC) as anodes for sodium-ion batteries.
2. The optimized FePS3@NC anode exhibits a superior capacity performance for 800 cycles with a high specific capacity of 281 mAh g−1 at 1.0 A g−1 due to its unique two-dimensional (2D) few-layered structure of ultrathin nanosheets.
3. The full cell coupled by FePS3@NC anode and Na3V2(PO4)3/carbon (NVP/C) cathode also displays high cycling stability, providing insight into the development of superior properties anodes for SIBs based on two-dimensional (2D) van der Waals crystals.
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Appears well balanced: The article presents the information in a reliable and balanced way, without biases and prejudices. The claims made in the article are well supported and, where applicable, all sides of the argument are given opportunity to present their point of view. The article appears trustworthy and reliable.
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This article is generally reliable and trustworthy in terms of its content, sources, and evidence presented. The authors provide a detailed description of their research process, including the synthesis procedure, characterization techniques used, theoretical calculations performed, and results obtained from experiments. Furthermore, the authors cite relevant literature to support their claims throughout the article. 
The article does not appear to be biased or one-sided in any way; it presents both sides equally and objectively without promoting any particular point of view or agenda. Additionally, all potential risks are noted in the article and discussed in detail. 
The only potential issue with this article is that it does not explore any counterarguments or alternative points of view regarding its findings or conclusions. However, this is likely due to the fact that this is a research paper rather than an opinion piece; thus, it is not necessary to include counterarguments in order to remain unbiased and objective.
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· Synthesis of nanomaterials
· Characterization techniques for nanomaterials
· Theoretical calculations for nanomaterials
· Experimental results of nanomaterials
· Risk assessment of nanomaterials
· Alternative points of view on nanomaterials
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