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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
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4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 
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Yes. The manuscript is important for scientific community. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

Yes. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

(1) Please state the finding results in percentages and write a brief discussion to 
support your results in abstract. State also the conclusion. 
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