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2. Yes, the title of the article is suitable 
 
 
3. The abstract of the article is not comprehensive 
 
4. The subsections and the structure of the manuscript are not 
appropriate. 
 
 
5. No. I do not think that the manuscript is scientifically correct. 
 
7. Not, the references are not sufficient and not recent, 

 
See the attachment 

 

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