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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
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analysis tool and conclusion of your research clearly. Further, its not recommended to mention 
objective of research in detail in abstract section. 
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Mention data analysis method in methodology section. 
Incorporate table within result and discussion section. 
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Level of significance is not mentioned in table, mean difference is not differentiated; without this 
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presented under following heads.  
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