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	PART  3: Objective Evaluation:


	Guideline
	MARKS for this  REVISED manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this REVISED manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 ) 

Guideline: 
Accept (8-10)
Revision required: (4-8)
Rejected: (0-4)
	3






Created by: EA	Checked by: ME	Approved by: CEO		Version: 1.5 (4th August, 2012)	
