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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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Yes, it a well created title. It explains the whole research work. 
 
The abstract is excellent. It explains the whole research work. 
 
 
Subsections and structure was perfectly performed. 
 
The manuscript is scientifically correct. 
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