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	 The research goals, object, methods, and novelty

and key words, pointed out at the beginning

of the research paper are good

1-Title of the research paper is good, it´s accord to
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2. Clarity and relevance of the problem are good 
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	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
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	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
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	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
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