
Editor’s comment: 

In their revised manuscript the authors followed all of the comments raised by the 

reviewers and it is not a complete manuscript. However, there are still some errors. 

Especially I would like to point out the analysis of the data. I am not clear what the 

authors mean by ‘R2 %’? R2 is the measure of coefficient of determination which only 

express how scattered the values are. In such case correlation coefficient is more 

appropriate. Conclusion is not written completely. I suggest adding the concise results 

in this section. The authors should be consistent about formatting references. The 

references do not follow a single style. Please check and revise accordingly. The 

manuscript also contains many typographical errors such as punctuation and symbolic 

errors. Please check them and revise. 

 

 

Author’s Feedback: 

 

We have removed the R2and CV information from the manuscript.  In some cases, these 

values, in our opinion, are helpful.  But rather than to go back and forth on this issue, we 

feel comfortable in not including this information in the manuscript. 

 

We have revised the CONCLUSION section and the REFERENCES section.  The 

manuscript has also been reviewed and revised as appropriate. 

 

 

 

 
 

 


