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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 
 

 
 A revision is required.  
 Various technical questions are present in the manuscript to be answered and 

grammatical changes are needed.  
 Please find the attached manuscript with my suggestions. 

 

Revision done  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Grammatical corrections can make the script more interesting. 
You could think about renaming the table titles and terminologies. 

Revision done 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
I appreciate the efforts made by the authors. Both, the topic and data are very good 
however I think authors should seek help in writing the manuscript from someone more 
experienced in writing or in other words with a better English writer. This is completely 
understandable that English is not the first language in the country of the authors so I 
would especially like to mention that authors should not get demotivated by critical 
comments. Also collaborating with a mentor could be a good approach to make this paper 
publishable.  
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