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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

While I appreciate the care with which it was carried out, I have several limitations. Both 
pattern and interpretation of obtained results may be ambiguous. In case of PCA-based 
processing, its evaluation/methodology may be rechecked. In addition, the use of other 
tools may be considered. Or the application of collaborated interpretation with additive 
analytical data may be needed. 

We appreciate good comments raised by the reviewer; however, we 
understand that there are several ways/patterns of presentation and 
interpretation of the results. Based on the objectives we thought the current 
pattern could provide good interpretation of the results.  We have also 
rechecked the methodology  
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