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Compulsory REVISION comments

Generally, the work is good and has a good scientific sound. However, throughout | The manuscript has been modified
the whole sections of the manuscript it needs some revision as follow: abstract
needs to be more informative and concise, introduction needs to be updated and
shorten, the method needs to be detailed, the results should give clear explanation
and to the point, and the discussion must made good argumentation of the results
obtained with most recent and relevant work published recently.
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