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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 According to the ban gap calculated by TB-mBJ it is 7.16 eV for the MgO, it will be better 
bought with the experimental result 7.83 eV. Since this value of the bad gap is very large 
what type of semiconductor is the MgO. 
 
Semiconductor of direct or indirect band. 
 
Why does the Tb-mBJ spectrum show a better fit with the experimental spectrum for high 
energies and not for low energies? 
 
Argument more the discussion of each one of the figures 1, 2, 3, and 4. Likewise describe 
the physical behavior of the theoretical calculations obtained with the experimental part. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments  
 
It is recommended to include more current references. 
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