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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 
 

Abstract is too long. remove redundancies and reduce to 300 words 
maximum 
separate all values from their measurement units. 
Line 78/82/96/145/151/171/205/209/245/286/300/331 etc: do not italice 
line 121: separate value & unit 
line 124: You must reference source of your map. 
line 163: model of AAS? 
line 173: use equation editor 
table footnotes are of smaller font size 
line 224/225: appears copy and pasted from source? 

 

 
 
All the suggestions made by the reviewer have been done accordingly 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript was thoroughly researched, experimental design was logical 
and technical. 
Introduction and conclusion were very good. 
References are also good. 
Overall this long article is very good. 

 

 

 
PART  2:  
 

 
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)
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