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1. Results – Explanation of each table to be given individually following by Table. For 

example Table 1 results followed by Table 1, then Table 2 results followed by 

Table 2……etc. 

2. There is no conclusion part in the manuscript, it is to be included. 

3. References - Not in uniform format. There is a difference in the format from one to 

another reference. Reference 8 and 9, the journal was same published in different 
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