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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 
 

NA 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Authors may consider rewriting few sentences such   as:  In the introduction part, page 1  
 Also, the glasses deteriorate much more slowly in the presence of zirconium and their 
degree of deterioration increases significantly with the low zirconium content whereas at 
higher zirconium contents ([ZrO2]> 10%), it decreases to become inferior to that of 
reference glass without zirconium [7, 8].   
Introduction Page 2: 
The variation in the amount of ZrO2 in zirconium-rich glasses also influences the 
crystallization: the glasses having an amount of ZrO2 greater than 12,28 % by mass 
crystallize completely [4]. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
This article is interesting and worth working. Authors need to do few corrections to the 
manuscript once they are done, then authors can publish the article. 
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