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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The authors need to clearly state the purpose of the study. The section of the article 
devoted to the results needs proofreading. In this section, textual explanations for 
tables and graphs should be added. The discussion section needs to be adjusted in 
accordance with the purpose and tasks to be solved. The conclusion needs to be 
revised and made more compact in accordance with the main purpose of the work. 
Some of the wordings set out in the conclusion correspond to the section of the 
discussion to which it is advisable to move them. 
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The form of presentation of the article needs proofreading. 
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