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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The paper is well and clearly written but a few 
mistakes have to be corrected: 

• “...they are form the family...” (p. 2)  - maybe 
from? 

• “...As, such, the average...” (p.6) – “…As 
such …” 

• Reference [11] – you should add the 
publication date 

 
You should write short conclusion (as separate 
section) to sum up your main results of the 
manuscript. 
 
The manuscript can be published after 
consideration the mentioned remarks. 
 

The changes have been made, and I thank the 
reviewer to point out these errors. 

However, the conclusions have not been 
changed into a separate section 
because the format of the paper is of a 
short communication that normally does 
not have sections. A question was sent 
to the editor to ask how the manuscript 
should be formatted. Pending this 
information the document at this point 
was left unaltered. 
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