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importance this manuscript for scientific
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Manuscript was good enough with provided literature and research results. But the authors perspective
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do Yes
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Are subsections and structure of the manuscript

appropriate?

Can add Discussion section
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scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
think that this manuscript is scientifically robust
and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences
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Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
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