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suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 

1- The manuscript is generally weak and there is no any novelty.   

2- The abstract should be included the most important results. 

3- The provided background in the introduction is not acceptable and should be supported by the 

previous research work of the topic.  

4- The investigated items and experiments are not enough. 

5- The results and discussion are very poor. There are no illustrative figures and statistical 

analysis. 

6- The references are not enough.  
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