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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 
 

 
The topic is good. The methodology requires sequential organization. 
The font size alignment etc. need to omit fromthe titles. 
Graphical presentations may be shown in some . 
Introductory part may be elaborated 
 
 
 

(1) The topic is good – Okay 
(2) The methodology requires sequential organisation – Done 
(3) The font size alignment need to be omit from the entire titles – Done 
(4) Graphical presentation may be shown in some – The graphical 
presentation of the values will be cumbersome, except we do it for each 
species after another. 
(5) Introductory part may be elaborated - Done 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
References should follow a uniform pattern. 
It should be in alphabetical order. 
 
 

(1) References should follow a uniform pattern – Done 
(2) It should be in alphabetical order – The format for journal paper did not 
follow alphabetical order, so I suggest we leave it as it is on the manuscript 
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May be published after adding the suggestions cited. 
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