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Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 

1. What is the significance of Sharp peaks in X ray diffraction. 

2. Explain in detail FTIR and UV analysis based on energy levels. 

3. What is the significance of absorption 

In Fig.5 and what indicates broad humps. 

4. Explain in detail Photo-degradation Mechanism. 
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