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Interesting topic. Here are some suggestions.  

1) This topic is an interesting one, the structure is good but very limited information 
has been provided in line with who has worked in this line of research in the past or 
what triggered the research. 

2) Most references have been placed in the results section as matches for previous 
literature. A research paper should balance it’s references with other sections 

3) The abstract seems to be relatively long. It is very helpful to include but the 
necessary aspects of the paper in the abstract section i.e.  not every single detail 
of the results is needed in this section but the most significant.   

4) Please check the recommended referencing styles and rectify them 
5) It is necessary to create a literature review section that can act as a base for some 

significant arguments on related topics. 
6) This paper does not seem to target a definite audience. Therefore, the readership 

might be confusing.  
7) Recommendations section is needed for future researchers on the topic.  
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