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Are there controversies in this field? What are the most recent and important 

achievements in the field? In my opinion, answers to these questions should be 

emphasized. Perhaps, in some cases, novelty of the recent achievements should be 

highlighted by indicating the year of publication in the text of the manuscript.  2. The 

results and discussion section is very weak and no emphasis is given on the discussion 

of the results like why certain effects are coming in to existence and what could be the 

possible reason behind them?  3. Conclusion: not properly written.  4. Results and 
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