[bookmark: _GoBack]Editor’s Comment:
For me the most important feedback was the most negative one, by Babloo Jakhar. It seems to me that in his/her remarks the reviewer was pursuing one thing only: to make the writer(s) understand their mistakes.
And it works. The author(s) changed the structure, the title, added conclusion. What I needed to see - was the correct references because in many cases there was  publication details needed.
 
Who's going to do that?
 
After finishing this part as well, the paper can be accepted.
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