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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

This paper deals with the synthesis and anode in li-batteries application of  Mn3O4 
microflower.  It is an important anode material for this applications suggest published in the 
journal after minor revision. 
1,In figure 3, the green line and red line have not indicated wich one is first or second? 
2, in Figure 5, the discharge line shown two peaks, why? 
3, in Fig 3,6, the unit is mA.g-1, but not mAg-1 

Thank you very much for your good advice. 
1, The green and blue lines were marked with back and (1,2) and (1’,2’). 
2, In Figure5, the discharge line shown two peaks are because Mn(III) was 
reduced to Mn(II) and Mn(0) for Mn3O4 nanoparticles. 
3 mAg-1 was revised to mA.g-1 in Fig.3,6. All mAhg-1 was revised to mA h g-1. 
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