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 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 
 

 
 
Paper is accepted after following addition.  
Flow chart of proposed Bayesian model must be added to increase impact of 
research.  
Please make separate headings of discussion of result, and conclusion.  
 
Please add the software name used for simulation graphs.  
 
 

(1) The Bayesian Models proposed were MCMCglmms and Bayesian Multi-
level. These have been clearly outlined; though additions have been made to 
further explain the models.  
The “discussion” has been separated from the “conclusion”. 
The software used for the graph was R, by R Core team (2019), and the 
specific package used in R was “brms”. The Software and packages have 
been cited accordingly, even before revision. They are contained in 
references [18] and [22] 
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