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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 
 

Author(s) should correct the mistakes in writing the chemical 
formular of cyclopentasilane and cyclohexasilane as written in 
the introduction. The following refs. were not cited in the text 
of the article: 13, 20. Also, refs. 21 – 38 were not reviewed. 
Why? 

 

Minor REVISION comments As above  

Optional/General comments 
 

Generally, the paper is fine, however it appears the 
organisation of the paper is rather unconventional, however, 
this may be due to the nature of the research carried out. I am 
feeling the paper should explicitly indicate in the methodology 
such parameters that were investigated. Yes some 
parameters that were used were mentioned in the 
methodology; however, the measured ones were not 
indicated. In discussing result, author(s) also mentioned on 
methodologies used. I think discussion should just be on 
explaining results obtained, and how these align with other 
bodies of knowledge in the literature.  
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