Editorial Comments:

| have read both reviewers’ comments and the revised manuscript. | find that the authors did not
respond adequately to second reviewer’s remarks. The abstract is not in one paragraph while results
from the two out of three locations are missing. Furthermore, the discussion is very poor. | felt like
there was no discussion at all.

Authors’ Feedback:

The results of only one location is presented throughout the paper, the other two locations have been
removed. The discussion has been improved and the table 3 and 4 has been change to graphs for
clear representation . The abstract has been modified too.



