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importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
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This research is significant in the use of vibration screening simulation technology as it is an
effective technology for conducting research on screening theory and screening mechanism,
which plays an irreplaceable role in promoting the rapid development of vibrating screen, the
current research direction of vibrating screening technology is introduced.
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The abstract of the article is comprehensive.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

The manuscript is scientifically correct.
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The language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications.
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