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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The lithiation rate capability and capacity stability of the Si microwire array anode are 
enhanced by depositing a porous Cu film formed of Cu particles on the wire. Among them, 
the Cu thin film is directly formed by uniformly depositing Cu particles on the surface of the 
Si wire by an economical electroless chemical method, and the Si microwire with the 
porous film has the best performance, due to it has an expansion space during lithiation 
and the capacity can be expanded.  
 
1. The curve in Figure 1 should be smoothed. 
2. Figure 2a SEM image of several copper particles should be inserted. 
3. Figure 2b should be inserted into the SEM image of the hole in the copper film. 
4. Figure 3 should use a uniform format dotted line. 
5. Figure 4 should use a uniform format dotted line, and the data is processed reasonably 
and then drawn. 
6. The author should introduce the recent development of photocatalysts in the 
introduction part, Reference: Nanomaterials, 2017, 7, 252; ACS Applied Materials & 
Interfaces, 2016, 8, 18797-18805; Energy Storage Materials, 2017, 6, 149-156; Applied 
Catalysis B: Environmental, 2018, 232, 355-364. 
7. Some minor mistakes including some grammer should be checked and corrected. The 
manuscript should be improved by an English spoken expert. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1. The quality of Figure 1 was improved 
 

2. A closer view of the Cu particles was inserted in Figure 2a. 
 

3. A closer view of the Cu particles was inserted in Figure 2b. 
 

4. The format of Figure 3 was improved. 
 

5. The format of Figure 4 was improved. 
 

6. Sincerely we do not find a close relation of the work you propose to 
cite with the purpose of the present work. 
 

7. We performed a better English revision of the manuscript. Thanks for 
the recommendation. 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
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