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1. The authors have failed to follow the recommendations suggested.  Their 

responses were not based on answering to a constructive critic reply to help 

improve the paper. Instead, they opted to retain their view which does not help 

cultivating the quality of the manuscript.   

The paper is in need of major work up; it lacks substance and it is very had to follow.  

The findings are well presented and no major significant data are found, it is mainly a 

report of experimental data.  More supportive analytical modelling should be added to 

supplement its content.  
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