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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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1. The abstract does not meet the criteria. It should contain 150 words. 
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6. Add discussion and limitations of the study. 
7. Add more references. 
8. The whole article contained 2248 words along with references. The article length should be 
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