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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 manuscript is good, well written but only 2 physical tests has been performed. 

However, the manuscript can be accepted for publication but need some corrections. The 

corrections are suggested in the file reviewed through track change option. The data is 

related and authentic according to the paper tittle but it seems little for publication. If the 

researcher has conducted some other tests, it should be included. The author should 

specially concentrate on the references as there is no uniformity and all the references 

need re-checking/revision. 

The reviewed file is attached for your consideration. 
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