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Compulsory 

REVISION comments 

 

This paper reported a preparation of a quasi-two-dimensional Heisenberg 
antiferromagnet a -RbCrF4 and made a characterization by XRD and 
SQUID. The experimental results are not believable and explanation is 
not reasonable. “They believe that the crystal system is orthorhombic and 
that the lattice constants are 2a ≈ 2b ≈ 7.348  and c = 6.442” only referred 
some documents ( refs. 16 and 17)and lack the additional experiment. 
“The superstructure has not yet been determined, only denoted the 
fundamental peaks using the indices shown in Fig. 2(a) based on the 
superstructure reported in Ref. 16.” This points also lack the strong 
evidence. So I think they should do experiment to confirm this such as 
EXAFS or XANFS experiment. “To further purify polycrystalline a -
RbCrF4,….” This part ,the author do not explain the difference below 
15K.  In the abstract and the conclusion, the structure of a -RbCrF4 was 
not determined, why is “antiferromagnet a -RbCrF4” wrote into your 
title? Based on the above-mentioned reviews, there are not the enough 
new thing in this paper 
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