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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 
 

The comments are included in the revised manuscript. Note: Author(s) make 
assertions that are not documented in the scientific literature. Any assertion or 
characterization that cannot be proved as factual, through documentation in the 
scientific literature (e.g., peer-reviewed scientific journal article, technical report, 
well-sourced media reports) must be removed. Article requires major re-structuring 
to accomplish this. 

Many thanks for the review. 
 
We have revised our manuscript in accord with the suggestions made with the 
following exceptions: JGEESI does not permit references in the abstract, but 
references to all those points are contained in the text. Some of the 
grammatical changes, such as commas, in the references were not adopted 
as we use Endnote with Vancouver style which provides appropriate grammar 
for that style. 
 
Again thanks, your review helped to make the manuscript better. 
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