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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

Minor REVISION comments
Very small Minor revision

With regret, | must inform you that | have decided that this manuscript can be accepted
for publication in Chemical Papers after a minor revision.

It is acceptable for publication after a minor revision.

In my opinion, the paper looks as quite complete. This work is excellent and qualified
and the references are new and updated.

Finally, from my referee point of view, the manuscript can be accepted after a little
minor_revision

The list of references in the manuscript covers 30 references.

Manuscript contains 30 reference at the list.

The word count for the abstract is 200 words.

Key words are three only.

The manuscript has 13 pages.

The word count for the abstract is 200 words. Please, abstract is long

keywords, It should be written in italic type and not bold.

Please, authors should write more than 3 keywords

The reference in the text does not match the journal style guide.

The headings and subtitles should be numbered by the authors.

Headings and subtitles are not followed Journal Guide lines

The underlines in headings should be removed by authors.

The references in the list should be carefully reviewed by the authors.

The list of references should be formatted in journal style.

Optional/General comments

With regret, | must inform you that | have decided that this manuscript can be accepted
for publication in Chemical Papers after a minor revision.

It is acceptable for publication after a minor revision.

In my opinion, the paper looks quite complete. This work is excellent and qualified and
the references are new and updated.

Finally, from my referee point of view, the manuscript can be accepted after a little
Mminor_revision

Dr/ E. M. Elsayed
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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)

L . : .
Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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