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appropriate? 
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Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
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The title is descriptive enough to give the clear idea about what  the research deals with.  The 
aim is relevant and interesting. All manuscript is clear and easy to read. the methodology was 
written in  detail. 
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