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the text. It is suggested that the discussion about the tables and figures should appear in 
the text before the appearance of the respective tables and figures”, for (Tables 1 to 4)  
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year of publications. 
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this journals’ style.  

(2c). Your referencing style should be in line with the authors’ guidelines. “Eg, reference to 
a journal, for published paper:  
1. Hilly M, Adams ML, Nelson SC. A study of digit fusion in the mouse embryo. Clin Exp 
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