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Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

While I appreciate the care with which it was carried out, I have several limitations. In 
method, the use of subsections may be needed. The optimizing interpretation of core 
factors may be systematically needed. In addition, the use of statistical tools may be useful. 
The style of presentation may be improved. Lastly, the extensive discussion via 
generalized modeling-based evaluation may be useful. Reference and its error may be 
improved. 

 
Thank you for the contribution. Statistical tools were used and the discussion 
was done carefully and comprehensively discussed. 
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