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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments It should be indicated how many people participated in the data collection (it was only one
observer or several observer at different times?)

How many dog faced baboons were evaluated? Noted and corrected
Only one verbal tense should be used in Mat and Met section...preferably past tense

Optional/General comments

The manuscript is well-organized and well-written. Minor revision of English grammar
should be considered.
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