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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 
 

The manuscript it worth publishing 
 
But the abstract it too short (I am not sure if it is the format of this journal to be followed) 
 
In line 96: do you mean Fig 1 e, f?. 
 
 
Please make sure Mn3O4…3 and 4 should be subscript for all 
 
Line 141..mAhg-1…should be -1 

 

Thank you for your good advice. The abstract has been extended by adding a 
sentence “It is important to prepare novel micro-nanostructures of Mn oxides 
for energy storage”. 
It is Fig 1 e, f in line 96.  
Mn3O4 has been subscript for all as well as mAhg-1 in line 141. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Only minor revision needs to be done 
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