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 The discussion section requires strengthening. For each claim or result discussed, please 
provide corresponding evidence from your study or the existing literature to support your 
assertions. 

 The conclusion currently does not adequately summarize the main findings of the study. It 
is essential to clearly state the significant outcomes, acknowledge any limitations, and 
suggest how future research could build upon your work to address these gaps. 
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that all cited works are relevant and up-to-date to reinforce the context and implications of 
your research. 
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