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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

To my mind, authors should change scale of “Covered fraction” on figures 5 and 6, so that 
the upper experiment data points would be on the top of each graph. E.g.: fig. 5-a, b – 
mace max of “Covered fraction” 0.1, not 0.5 
 
 

Authors appreciate the suggestion. We use the same scale in figs. 5 and 6 for 
easy visual comparison. However, if the reviewer consider pertinent to change 
the scale, we do not have any inconvenient. 
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