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Compulsory REVISION comments
Minor REVISION comments 1. It must always be a space between the numerical value and unit symbol except the Okay.
plane angle and percent. Is written “50 %", must be “50%”" etc, etc. This has been effected.
2. The Table 2 show one TDS result of the calculations with very high accuracy, which is
pointless. “O ... ... 58.48+2.8947". The result of the calculations must be rounded in a
reasonable manner, which would harmonize with the accuracy of the measurement
results.
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