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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 

 

Abstract of this manuscript is written very carefully and 

it is sufficiently reliable. The same can be stated 

regarding the key words. This manuscript has a logical 

layout and its content is very interesting.  It brings a 

number new findings. I can basically only recommend to 

insert a chapter devoted to the overview of research of 

already knowledge known in this field from other 

sources, as the theme of nanotechnology is very topical 

especially now. The paper includes a rich list of 

references. 

 

Thank you for such a warm feedback on our work. 

We would like to note that this article is a 

summary of our research and fair comment 

reviewer on adding chapters about the existing 

research in this area- reflected in our previous 

work, so we decided that this article will contain 

only a reference to them [13 - 19]. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

I can recommend to insert the source used under each 

table or figure, for example: “Source: own research”, so 

that the results of own research of authors and 

knowledge adopted have been carefully separated. It is 

necessary that each table is only on one page, while some 

tables are on two pages. Some gap is mossing under some 

tables (for examples Tables 3 and 4) and the titles of 

some subchapters are on two pages, too (for example the 

subchapter 3.2). 

 

All your remarks were taken into account - 

correction in the text are highlighted in yellow. 
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