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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 
  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

I have only two comments/suggestions to the authors: 
1. It must always be a space between the numerical value and unit symbol except the plane 

angle and percent (line 71, 122, 123) 
2. There is no reference in the text to the table 2. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Reference to tables and drawings could be consistent with academic practice. Each table or 
figure should be titled and captioned like this “Figure 1. Area of study of the…” NOT “Figure (1) 
Area of study of the…” and “Table 1. Statistics …” NOT “Table (1) Statistics…”.Number all 
Tables and Figures in the order they first appear in the text. Refer to them in the text by their 
number. For example: “As shown in Table 2 ... “ OR “As illustrated in Figure 3 ...” NOT “ , figure 
(2).” OR “ table (2).” 
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