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Even when I am not a native English speaker, I noted 
several grammatical errors in the manuscript. I suggest 
a careful edition. 

 
Authors would sincerely like to thank Reviewer 
for his relevant and useful comments. Please 
find below the changes to the manuscript 
according the raised concerns 
 
Grammatical errors in the manuscript are 
corrected in the text 
 

 Page 5, line 156… and Tables 1 and 2. How come that 
0 points still are 60%?...or it is rated as low value? . 
Authors should discuss why that categorization to a 
non-existing characteristic 

The appreciation of performance components 
is based on intervals. Any score less than 60%  
(from 0% to 60%) was categorised low value 
 

Compulsory  REVISION comments 
 

The discussion could benefit by broadening 
consequences of results presented. 

Discussions of consequences of present 
results are added in Discussion section ….  

Minor  REVISION comments 
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