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This manuscript is quite important to the scientific community

The title of the article is quite appropriate

The article abstract is quite complete
The subsections and structure of the text are sufficiently appropriate
| think the manuscript is quite scientifically correct

References are quite up-to-date though not sufficient
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1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
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The quality of the language/English of the article is quite suitable for scientific
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rather than being called a research work. So in my opinion, it would be
inappropriate if it were published in this journal.
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