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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
In the abstract, I'm assuming that RTs stands for Reaction Times (or, | may be

wrong). if this is true, then, for the first appearance, it should be written in full with
the abbreviaton in a bracket. Then subsequently, the abbreviation only, can be used. | Revised

secondly, the conclusion included in the abstract should be part of the results.
Please, rephrase that conclusion.

Minor REVISION comments

None.

Optional/General comments Ok

This work is beautifully presented and self-explanatory. kudos to the writer.
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