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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 abbreviations in the abstract should be written in full 
FTIR; XRF 

Fixed: as indicated by the Reviewer, the abbreviations are now defined at first 
mention in the revised manuscript. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The pictures and table being after the text ???????? 
I believe it would make the reading and understanding better if put at portion or points of 
discussion 

Figures and Tables had been placed at the end of the manuscript because 
the author guidelines (http://www.sciencedomain.org/journal/13/authors-
instruction) state that “Research Papers and Short Notes should follow the 
structure of […] Ethical approval (where applicable), and References plus 
figures and/or tables.)”. They have been relocated inside the text, immediately 
after the paragraphs in which they are mentioned, as suggested by the 
Reviewer. 
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