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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 

 

The authors’ objective of this paper is to determine 

the band gap of claimed Ce-Doped ZnO. However 

most of the paper was focused on synthesis and 

characterization of the prepared materials. X ray did 

not show any Ce nor any mention of the molar ration 

of Ce in the sample.  

Regarding, the band gap (which is the major purpose 

of this article, very little is said about it. The claim 

that the authors said that Ce lower the band gap of 

ZnO is baseless, because all of the listed data are in 

the experimental error. The drop of 0,06 eV is not the 

amount that I can build conclusion about it. The 

authors mentioned nothing about the existence of 

direct or indirect band gap and the rule of Ce in its 

existence or lack of it.  

 

I suggest that the authors rewrite the article with 

careful consideration of the points I have mentioned 

above.  
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