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

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
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(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

1] Yes

2] Yes suitable

3] Moderate
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1] Abstract should be with structural fields

2] References arrangement (not ordered as they appear in the text)

3]Abbreviations were not mentioned
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also
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communications?
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