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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
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writer could find a good proof-reader.
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3. It is expected that the writer can reformulate his/her abstract. An abstract should give (1)
an introduction about the context of the paper which motivates this research article; (2) a
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procedures and data analyses; (4) the findings of the research; and (5) a conclusion that
points the wider implications of the research.
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