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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
First of all, English language of the paper should be necessarily revised and improved. 
The title of the paper is not corresponds to the content. 
 It is not clear how the samples were prepared. 
In Conclusions was written” This project is conducted to show that, the annealing of TiO2 
film can increase its efficiency in a DSSC.” However, efficiency of solar cells was not 
studied, because the solar cells finally were not prepared.  In this  
Paper only some parameters were studied, that only supposed to improve characteristics 
of solar cells. So, that the aim and conclusions should be reformulated. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The Introduction can be reduced and more concretized. 
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