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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 1. The abstract is too long. 1. | have shortened the Abstract by removing the last
REVISION comments | It should be shortened. sentence and now it is 291 words long.

2. Since the symbols,

abbreviations and 2. Personally I find it always a good option to have a

acronyms are given in the separate table for symbols and acronyms even though

text, Table 1 should they are explained in atext as they appear the first
remove from the text. time. It is difficult to find sometimes in along text,

3. The discussion must be where is the explanation for a symbol and Tableis

given before Conclusion. then a good sol ution.

The row must be changed. 3. The sections order will be changed.
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comments




