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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

• The usual plan is not respected: 
1- Introduction 
2- Materials and methods 
3- Results and Discussions 
4- Conclusion 

• We do not see the problematic in your introduction. What do you want to do 
concretely? 

• In part “2” entitled Materials and Methods, it is essential to specify the 
methodology adopted within the framework of this study in order to allow 
readers to follow you.  

• You don’t see your results clearly.  
• Where is the conclusion? 
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After reviewing the work, I think that this work has no serious comments and can be 
adopted in the author's edition 
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What is the method used? Present your results followed by their comments. 
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