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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
This is a very interesting manuscript; yet, the author(s) do not mention the 
methodological tools used to process secondary source data. All sub-sections 
between the sections “Methods” and “Conclusions” should be divided into two 
separate sections: “Data analysis” and “Discussion” 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The author(s) should consider some grammar mistakes. 
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