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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

1) Lack of theoretical instruction in the introduction part, 
authors are suggested to add more related and recent 
theories in this part. 
2) Lack of discussion. Authors are suggested to add 
discussion in Part3 Results and Discussion. 
3) Some references format is not correct, authors 
should check carefully. 
4) In Fig.2, there is a cubic box to show the structure of 
the crystal, which should be moved to another place. 
 

Some comments by the reviewer are rather 
difficult to comprehend. Considering that this 
is a Short Research Article, some comments 
follow: 
1) The rationale behind the work has 

already been stated clearly in the 
introduction. 

2) The results have been discussed 
appropriately in Section 3. 

3) The references have been checked. 
4) The box referred to is the unit cell 

outline which is located in the right 
place.  

 
Minor  REVISION comments 
 

1 ) authors are suggested to check grammar errors 
2) References should be added updated. 
3) Conclusions part is not conclusive enough, it is too 
long as a conclusion. 
 

1) Correct grammar has been confirmed. 
2) The references included are relevant 

and appropriate. 
3) The conclusions are consistent with the 

results. 
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