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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 
 

An interesting piece of work with extremely poor presentation. Nevertheless, the 
following changes are a must before it can be considered for publication.  
 

1. Correction of English language and spellings throughout the manuscript. 
2. Line 10: More suitable keywords needed. 
3. More details required in the experimental setup if performed else can give 

the reference of relevant papers. The description of growth of MQW structure 
is very vague. How the ‘rectangular test structure’ is positioned is also not 
clear. The Figs 1 and 2 looks like have been ‘adapted’ from some other 
experimental work. If these experiments have been performed by theauthors, 
they may be asked to use original figures. 

4. In Line 43 the authors talk about the FTIR experiment at temperature of 77K 
but in the theoretical calculations, room temperature has been used. Kindly 
explain. 

5. Equations 8 through 13 needs correction as brackets are not properly 
placed. 

6. Comparison as well as conclusion needs to be put in a presentable form.  
7. There is no discussion in the possible application aspect of this approach. 
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