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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 
 

 
 
 

- Abstract should be enriched by adding the main achievement in a 
sensible means, i.e. “hollow cone nozzle produced the smallest droplet 
sizes and lowest relative span” how much smaller, how much span 
reduction? 

- Convert operating pressure unit to “Pa” 
- Explain how artificial leaf can have the same outcome of natural leaf? 
- The structure of electrostatic device is not presented.  
- Before chapter 4, a section should be added to show how the validity of 

the results are approved. 
- A section to be added to show define uncertainties of the experimental 

work  
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