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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Reduced the number of key words. Introduction, and results and discussion section 
should be improved. Please provide the citation of each figure. Novelty and research 
gap should be incorporated in introduction section.   
 

The number of keywords is increased by 5 pieces. The introduction is 
supplemented by novelty and justification of the need for research. The 
section of results and discussion is improved by the description of a technique 
of measurement of speed of a longitudinal wave of ultrasound and the section 
of experiment is improved by the technology of thermal influence on the cast 
iron. 
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