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The present manuscript is an extensive study and presents valuable data. Nevertheless, it 
is not ready for publication, yet. The English writing needs to be overall checked. There are 
many parts of the text where the language presents a confuse meaning or it can causes a 
misleading of interpretation, apart grammar errors. Figures presents data where standard 
deviations values are not presented. I recommend all values be accompanied with the std. 
dev. The manuscript does not have any conclusion or any concluding statement. 
References in the text and in bibliography need to format according to journal instruction.  
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