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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
In some cases, the values of control were found to be higher than those of B.M.  and 
H.M. (Table 1). The values obtained for the control seem to be troubled. It must be re-
glanced. 

A conclusion describing the advantages of the work done and the contribution to the 
literature should be written. 

Standard deviations should be added. 

The discussion is poor. The discussion part of the manuscript should be improved.  
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