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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
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Yes, The experimental details are explained clearly with supporting results. The approach to the
problem and experimental studies are reasonable.

Yes

The abstract and conclusion should be more quantitative.

The technical aspects appear to be well done, although | suggest that the Pictorial representation
with its corresponding data will improve the value of the manuscript.
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More comparison to the recent literature should be provided to demonstrate the main contributions
of the present work.
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Language presentation can be improved further.
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