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Reviewer’s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed
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manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is
mandatory that authors should
write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION
comments

The authors claimed that they prepared visible-light active photocatalysts (C-, N-
modified). However, the activity of bare titania (in the form of powder) was much higher
that modified ones. The DRS spectra are practically the same for Ti02-Si02, C-Ti02-Si02
and N-Ti02-Si02 (they should be shown in one Figure for better comparison). In addition,
doping character has not been proved (EDX shows only existence of C and N, in addition
data for non-modified titania should be also presented as reference data). It was reported
that some modification with urea (and similar compounds) results in titania surface
modification, but not in doping. The papers of Prof. Kisch has not been discussed at all. It
is surprised that the authors did not prepared C- and N- modified titania in the form of
powder to check if this modification results in activity increase. It is more recommended
to perform XRD than FT-IR, thus authors could have clear crystallinity data.

It is also surprised that authors did not show reference data under dark conditions.

The authors should improve discussion in comparison to other results..
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