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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes, the title of the manuscript is appropriate.
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	Yes, aligned.
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	· The paper follows a standard structure (Abstract, Introduction, etc.) but would benefit from clearer subheadings in Results and Discussion.

· Abstract could be more concise and include the specific research method used.

· Section transitions are smooth, but key findings need better segmentation for clarity.
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