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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

I have extensively read the article and my overall impression is positive about the 
manuscript. My suggestion for the manuscript is: Accept with Minor Revision. 

The author wrote 56 references. This number is too high and should be decreased as 
possible according to the regulations of the Journal  

Read the References part carefully again and compare with the text. It should be equal 

Follow the syntax to create well-formed sentences 
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