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Wikipedia is not accepted as a reference for a scientific paper, replace it with
more credible citation.

The 2" sentence (lines 44-46) has no citation !!

Sentence in lines 51-53 has no citation !!

More details are needed to be mentioned about some studies (e.g. Eftimov
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researchers can demonstrate the variation of quarantines around the globe, its
importance & its non-nutritional effects.
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