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Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
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corrections it will able to publish.
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
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Abstract is ok

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

No.
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2. Insecond null hypothesis “not” word is missing.
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and have to write only the surname of author/authors.
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Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
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Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

Language is ok
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