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 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 

 

1. There is one more article” Phase diagram for the 

thallium telluride-antimony telluride Tl2Te-Sb2Te3 

system “by Gawel Wieslaw, Fuglewicz Boguslaw, Zaleska 

Ewa from Polish Journal of Chemistry (1989), 63(1-

3), 93-6,  which concerns phase equil. in the Tl2Te-

Sb2Te3 system. It should be included in the article. 

2. All descriptions in the manuscript in russian should be 

replaced (line 133,204). 

3. The figures are poor quality and should be improved. 

We are grateful to the reviewer and made 

relevant corrections to the article 

1. We added this article to the references. And 

made some corrections in text, highlighted in 

yellow colour. 

2. We replaced these descriptions in the 

manuscript 

3. Pictures sent us to the journal, were high 

quality. We do not understand why they are poor 

quality in return version of paper. We send 

pictures again. 

Minor REVISION comments 
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