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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 
 

 
Please discuss more on your results in conclusion part specially compare 
in detail your results with [27]. Please discuss clearly about how” Our 

             results improve the previous results in the literature” briefly in abstract 
and in detail in conclusion part. 
 
 
 
 

 
Thank you very much for giving us an opportunity to revise our manuscript. 
Those comments are all valuable and very helpful for revising and improving 
our paper. According to the changes requested by the reviewer, we have 
revised the manuscript carefully and the answers are as follows: 
 
Responds to the reviewer’ comments: 
1. Please discuss more on your results in conclusion part specially compare in 
detail your results with [27].  
 
Response: We have discussed more on our results and compared in detail 
our results with [27] in conclusion part. 
 
 
2.Please discuss clearly about how” Our results improve the previous results 
in the literature” briefly in abstract and in detail in conclusion part. 
 
Response: We have discussed clearly about how” Our results improve the 
previous results in the literature” briefly in abstract and in detail in conclusion 
part. 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
This article is well written. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The article is comprehensive, and the manuscript is important for scientific community. 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 

 
 

 
There are not ethical issues in this manuscript. 
 
 

 
 
 


