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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

From theoretical points of view, they just discussed the stability of the positive equilibrium
point. However, in the Results and Discussion section, they talked about a Hopf bifurcation.
Why did they give any theoretical evidence of such Hopf bifurcation?

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

None
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