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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

In the abstract the authors state that “There is a
satisfactory agreement between experimental and
theoretical values.” - However, in the paper only
calculated values are given and the authors refer to
them as the theoretical ones. To support the
statement from the abstract the experimental values
should be given.

In the introduction, lines 23-24 superconductor
materials are mentioned without any solid link
between the soils that are under investigation and
the superconducting characteristics.

Despite the fact that the references are given at the
end of the paper only one is mentioned in the paper
(line 69), and that one in the different format than
the format used in the list of references. Referencing
in vital for better understanding of the sections
Introduction and Method of computation and...

The authors investigate 5 soil samples but they do
not give the composition of these samples. The
composition is vital for possible verification of the
results.

Modified

Repaired

Repaired

included

Minor REVISION comments

Abstract, line 9, replace the word “with” with the word
l(forH.

Clarify the plagiarism issue: Not to my knowledge, but
without proper referencing I reserve the right to address

this issue in the future.
7?7?
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