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

*Yes title is clear and adequate to the content of the manuscirpt 

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results. 

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

Yes there are some errors and mistakes in this manuscript. They should be 
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must be completely reworked by a native English-speaker. 

The study METHODS are explained clearly. 
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It must separate the discussion from the presentation of the results. 
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