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Compulsory REVISION comments Yes, yet major modifications needed
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) Yes
2. Is thetitle of the article suitable? Yes
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Yes but application part is missing!
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Yes if author show some interesting applications of C-dots (may be
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? sensing)
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It could be great if authors could characterize c-dots thoroughly viz., TEM,
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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