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Minor REVISION comments 
 

Also check the Grammatical errors in the paper and follow the Journal template carefully. 
 

Dear Reviewer, 
We would like to express our thankfulness for your much constructive and 
valuable advices. We have revised the paper following your comments and 
suggestions. The changes made in the revision appear in yellow, and the 
answers to your comments are listed as follows. 
�  We regret there were problems with the English. The paper has been 
carefully revised by a native English speaker to improve the grammar and 
readability. 
�  Thank you for your carefully read and detailed comments，when we saw 
this amendment, we attached great importance to this opinion. For your 
comments, we have changed the format of the article in accordance with the 
requirements of the journal format. 
 
Finally, we have thoroughly revised the paper in order to present a more clear 
and concise manuscript. We hope these corrections will meet with approval. 
Once again, thank you very much for your comments. 
 
With Best Regards. 

 
Lang Yu & Co-authors. 
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The most important part of the paper I found most interesting is the introductory part . 
 
If the author can incorporate the above comment. The paper is accepted for publication in 
the valuable Journal of yours. 
 

Dear Reviewer, 
First of all, thank you very much for your affirmation of our work, we are very 
happy to get your comments, we have made relevant amendments to the 
article in accordance with your amendments, so that the manuscript is more 
clear. 
 
With Best Regards. 

 
Lang Yu & Co-authors. 
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