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REVIEWERS' COMMENTS 

 

Reviewer #1 (Remarks to the Author): 

 

In the revised manuscript, the authors demonstrate significantly improved device performance and 

more thorough testing, which adequately addressed the remaining concerns in my previous review. I 

think the manuscript can be accepted now. 

 

 

Reviewer #3 (Remarks to the Author): 

 

I believe the manuscript has undergone thorough revisions and the enhanced memory performance 

is quite remarkable. Based on this, I recommend accepting the manuscript. 
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