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	Reviewer’s Comments
	Author’s Responses

	Reviewer Four

	1. Fig. 6 is missing;
	Thank you for the observation. Figure 6 has been added to the paper.

	2. the quality and standardization of drawings should be improved;
	The authors appreciate the reviewer’s comment. The figures in the manuscript have been improved. 

	3. Fig. 7 was done correctly - all information has a line leading to the indicated area, other drawings with pie charts should be unified to the form in Fig. 7;
	The authors are grateful for the suggestion. All the pie charts have been updated to include leader lines. 

	4. Fig. 8 - the reference to the -20% value is in the inscriptions, it should be corrected and the descriptions should be lowered;
	Many thanks for the suggestion. The figure has been updated accordingly. 



