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I believe this is an interesting article that has a lot of potential.  Methodologically, it appears 
that the study was conducted well and follows standard scientific procedure and statistical 
analysis. 
 
Most of my problem in reading this article is that the formatting (full justification) and 
awkward wording (i.e., plasticity way) makes it very difficult to read this article.  Thus, it was 
hard for me to judge the merits of the article.  The article can benefit from a more thorough 
editing.  Although, I did enjoy the figures. 
 
Also, I think all of the tables could be combined into 1 easily enough to save on 
space and avoid redundancy.   
 
 

 
 
Thank you so much about your interesting comments 
But the plagiarism is the problem .the article should be original but i will try to 
improve it. 
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Abstracts – “Control Groups” – It appears that that there is only 1 
 
What is BOS? 
 
“Extremely representatives improvemnts” – What does this mean” 
“worthless representatives” – What does this mean? 
 
 
Often times words are put in parentheses thus removing them grammatically from the 
sentence structure when they should be there grammatically.   
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-Base of support 
 
-mean highly significant improvment (avoid plagiarism) 
-mean insignificant  improvment 
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Authors may want to consider having manuscript by someone in English department there 
Are many grammatical errors throughout manuscript. 
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