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Line 62 to 109 Where did you found the methodology? Where did you inspire? From 
literature? Please indicate an author. 
 
 
 
How did you collect the data? No statistical analysis? It must be described in Material and 
Method 
 
 
 
Interesting result, but the statistical analysis is no described. It’s interesting to show the 
different by using posterior test! 
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The manuscript is reviewed as a review paper while it is an original research 
article. 
 
 
AT the original research paper there is no need for statistical analysis for 
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Statistical data for research is described under results and discussion.  
 
 
It is not a review paper, it is a research paper. 
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