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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 
 

 
1) Improve the resolution of the graphics in the figures 4 and 5. It is not possible to 

read the numbers in the axis. 
2) I believe that if the authors discuss the main differences between the results found 

for 0.1 and 0.2 concentrations, the arguments would be more valued. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1) If it is possible, make a small symbol list or to define the parameters in the text. 
2) Describe on the methodology if it was used any software to solve the 

transcendental functions. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1) It would be interesting, if the authors commented the advantages of the 

heterostruture     -     /   /    -      regarding the others commonly 
structures, in the conclusions. 
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