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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.


	The paper is generally fairly good; however the tittle needs revision, abstract misses the scientific method good alignment of the results are not properly discussed and recommendations are missing.  The introduction has not clearly articulated the problem that triggered the study.  The results and discussion are not well presented and discussed in the scholarly way. Recommendations are not seen and the implications are not well presented in the expected format.  
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