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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Ms AHRJ 49638 can be accepted after some minor revisions. 
In the text presented, the tables and graphs need to be improved to make the description of 
the result clearer. 
The table legend must be formatted below the table. 
Tables 4.3 and 4.4 could be summarized in a histogram in which the individual parameters 
are compared with the standard deviation and significance. 
In the discussion there are entire paragraphs of didactic description on the functionality of 
various parameters such as for example the description of the functions and the DPG 2.3 
that can be avoided with bibliographical references, making the whole paragraph less 
heavy. 
The text must be carefully checked again as there are many errors in form and typing 
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