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This manuscript is important for the scientific community

The title is suitable

The abstract is comprehensive, but it should be written in a paragraph
The structure of the manuscript is appropriate.

The manuscript is scientifically correct but it should be written in a more concise

form.
The reference is sufficient
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communications?

The language is wordy, the long sentence make the difficult to see the main idea. Please revise the

wordy sentences into a more concise one.
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