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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 work is done well, but the discussion cannot be accepted. Namely, the 
references in the discussion are too old, there are not mentioned newly researches. 
Morover, there is not stated the general conclusion of the work, that is necessary at 
the end of disscussion part.  
 

Ok noted. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Always write result in the past tense. Averages tested by LSD test are followed by non-
adequate numbers, as far as I know.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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