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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 text must be revised because there are several corrections, as indicated in the 
attached file. 
Figures and Tables must be placed in the text in a corrected place. 
There is no a statistical analysis, as ANOVA, for compare the averages. 
Some Tables and Figures repeated the same information. 
 
 
 

I totally agree with the reviewer that Tables and Figures give the same 
information. Consequently, all the tables have been deleted. The figures are 
preferred for they give more information at a glance. Almost all the corrections 
pointed out by the Reviewer have been effected. I feel statistical analysis may 
not be necessary since  the table of values have  been deleted.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 

Compactibilizer in line 36 is correct. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

The made valuable contributions to the quality of the paper that need t be 
appreciated. I will like to appreciate the reviewer for a job well done. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
No ethical issues 

 
 
The corrected parts are highlighted in yellow colour. 

 


