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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

1. Refer to the guideline for citation in the text and referencing. 
2. Cite the graphs in the text. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

It has been corrected by us. We totally agreed with all your suggestions. 
Thanks 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Line 37, use increasingly for increasing. 
2. Section 2.3.1, remove 'Determination of' from the topic. 
3. Line 74, use was for were. 
4. Line 85, it should be table 1-6. 
5. Line 88, write the name of researcher that is cited within parenthesis. write before 

citation and manage such throughout the manuscript. 
6. Line 88, use that instead of the. 
7. Line 95-99, divide the sentence. 
8. Line 117, add and before 4. 
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This work was carried out in collaboration between all authors. ‘Author A’ 

designed the study, performed the statistical analysis, wrote the protocol, and 

wrote the first draft of the manuscript. ‘Author B’ and ‘Author C’ managed the 

analyses of the study. ‘Author C’ managed the literature searches. All authors 

read and approved the final manuscript 
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