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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

This paper is written well and logically organized. More examples are provided to show the less 
conservative results than others. However, the following points should be further addressed in the 
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1)    It seems that the technique of this paper is well-known. The authors must clearly show the 
difference and improvements in comparison with the existing results in the view of technique 
analysis. 
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should be clearly emphasized. It would be much better if some guideline remark words on practical 
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