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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

References are removed from abstract

Tables and Figures based discussions are included in the text.
Reference is included in line 14.

Corrections were made on Figure captions

It is suggested that the discussion about the tables and figures should appear in the text The full term and abbrevations for BCS and HTSC are included in line
before the appearance of the respective tables and figures. No tables or figures should be 15 and 37 respectively.

given without discussion or reference inside the text. (Correction is required for all the
Figures). Refer link below.

Abstract —Doesn’t require reference.
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Line 14 - Reference required
Line 15, 37 - BCS theory, HTSC (For first time usage provide the full term and followed by

the abbreviation)

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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