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PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

Yes there is. 
 
As mentioned earlier, the work lacks a good discussion.  
 
Still what has been produced is not a discussion, rather repetition of results. 
 
I suggest the authors carefully read discussions of articles in this journal and compare to 
their work.  
The authors should note that in discussion, you compare other results to your work, agree 
or disagree and site appropriately  references that specifically relates to the sentence or 
paragraph you have introduce. 
 
The authors should therefore take their time to discuss the work well. It is the part of the 
article that brings out the flavour of a research work. Thus failure to do it well means failure 
of showcasing the research work as a good piece. 
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