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Frankly I don’t understand why the authors do not want to cut the two digit precision in the 

peaks wavelengths (e.g. 1715 and not 1714.89, or 1113 instead of 1113.12, and similarly for 

the other peaks). I agree with the authors that this value comes from the machine, but it 

depends also on the resolution of the equipment. If the wavelength resolution of the machine 

is for instance 1 cm-1, it is useless to report values with two-digit precision, even though the 

software shows such values  (as it typically happens), since the machine is physically unable to 

measure wavelength values with such level of precision; usually, these data are reported as I 

propose.  

 

OKEY Sir, if that will contributed to knowledge. 

 


