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Compulsory REVISION comments

All manuscripts parts are cleared and need some corrections as following:
1) Abstract: the no. of total words is about 394 words which need to diminish to
not increase than 250 words.

Please remove the 1% paragraph of the abstract and put it in the introduction part.
2) Introduction: is suitable.

3) Materials & methods; is moderate.
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If plagiarism is suspected, please provide
related proofs or web links.

A lot of paragraphs are plagiarized and need correction as following:
1) About 6% of the abstract and introduction were plagiarized
2) About 12% from the methodology were plagiarized.
3) The results, discussion and conclusion were unique.
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