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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
1. The English language need improvement.  
2. The abstract is only a methodology based, and lack major findings and 

results. Need to be rewritten with summarized results. 
3. The introduction is too short with few references. No aims and 

objectives defined. Needs rewriting.  
4. The results are satisfactory. However, the discussion need to be 

rewritten.     
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