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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	It is meaningful to study the exited species of afterglow in N2 DBD discharge.
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	 Yes.
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P.238 Fig.1 : It is said there is pink symbol but I can’t find it.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	I think the reference of Prof. Andre Ricard could be mentioned more.
	

	Minor REVISION comments
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