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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

 
 Authors should review the link and consistency between paragraphs especially in the Abstract and 

introduction parts. 
 Article title speaks about Temperature dependence, but in the text there no temperature analysis!!!!  this 

ambiguity needs further explanation 
 Authors should explain and discuss more their results and compared it with literature ones, because 

here  they present only results description  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 The abstract need to be more structured  by add the main findings with quantified results  
 Check the word-key, you should choose the suitable words and use a short expression  for each one, 
 Please is better to write parameter nomenclature directly just  after equation  
 Also is better to put each figure directly just after description text. 
 Author can add a scheme to explain more parameters as plane, angle,, depth … 
 Author should separate paragraphs and insert line breaks after each end of paragraph 
 Conclusion is very short , it need more improve  
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