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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 has been correctly done. The tables and the figures are good. The references are 
perfect. 
All the text must be re-written with the help of native English. I have begun to correct the 
text, but 1. I am not the adequate person, I am native French. 2. It is a long, very long work 
and I have only a few days for reviewing the paper. Every things must be corrected: the 
vocabulary, the grammar, the punctuation, the order of the words and of the sentences...... 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
You must correct the writing imperatively. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Ask to the copyeditor to better print the photos. They have been reduced, but not correctly 
reduced!!  It is important. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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