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write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
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Yes but application part is missing! 
 
Yes if author show some interesting applications of C-dots (may be 
sensing) 
 
Modify introduction part regarding Carbon Nanomaterials in Biological and 
Biomedicine applications and quote respective references 
(10.1002/adhm.201700574, etc) 
 
It could be great if authors could characterize c-dots thoroughly viz., TEM, 
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