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e Manuscript needs extensive revision. The study is very old.
e Concise summary of the experimental results in abstract part.

e Author is advised to re-write the whole manuscript in a systematic way.

e Author is advised to extend introduction part.

e The presentation findings lack depth and clarity.

e Re-write result section. Focusing on outcomes of present investigation.
Discussion is incomplete. Result does not clearly present the authors’
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Write conclusion with findings of study.
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