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PART  1: Review Comments

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 1. Table 1-4 are present confused. Classification and vertical presentation are wrong. Extra
space in some tables should be removed
2. Lacking figure 3.
3. The all figures are very poor in quality. (1)The letter and number should be enough large
and uniform; (2) the explanatory note of curves and axis cation should be in correct
position; (3) opposite axis should be added; (4) Vertical axis should be in correct position.
The format of figure can refer the published literature.
4. The language should be thoroughly improved. There are many grammar and splling
errors. Such as: in abstract, two “examined” in line 8; “400µm and 250µm......for the
unmodified” in linen 5-7 is wrong in grammar. The space between numerical value and unit
is missing. .....
5. The column typesetting  between section 1 and 2 is wrong.

We have made the correction as per your comments

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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