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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Please do some revisions in the abstract. 
 
Abstract : 
Aims :  

 Unclear statement.  
 The authors should explain what are the main aim(s) or objective(s) of the 

research.  
 I supposed, sentence in line no 73-76 is the main aim of this research.  

 
Results :  

 It would be better if the authors can conclude the discussion of the results 
by focusing on the research objective.  

 This is where the authors should highlight as well as the readers want to 
know the answer of the research objective.   

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
done 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Overall evaluation:  
1- A good manuscript. 
2- Title : The title is suitable for publication.  
3- Introduction :Good in giving general ideas on the topic discussed 
4- The material, methods and findings are clearly presented in the manuscript.  
5- Conclusion : clearly presented.  
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