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The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 

Clearly stated on the subject 

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results. 

Well presented 

There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article. 

Not much 

The study METHODS are explained clearly. 

Method is throughly done on the systematic review 

The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 

Clear presentation and well thought 

The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content. 

Conclusion well presented 

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate. 

References is appropriate 
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Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper. 
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Please rate the LANGUAGE of this paper. 
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Please rate the METHODS of this paper. 
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Please rate the BODY of this paper. 
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Please rate the CONCLUSION of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 
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Please rate the REFERENCES of this paper. 
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Overall Recommendation!!! 

Accepted, no revision needed 
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Yes. The references need reformatting, though. 

Please rate the TITLE of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

5 

  

Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper. 



[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

5 
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