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Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this
manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or
dislike) this manuscript? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

It is a very intersesting subject because it focus on avery important issue.
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manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A
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Papers that report experimental work are often structured chronologically
in five sections: first, Introduction; then Materials and Methods, Results,
and Discussion (together, these three sections make up the paper's body);
and finally, Conclusion.

The Introduction section clarifies the motivation for the work presented
and prepares readers for the structure of the paper.

The Materials and Methods section provides sufficient detail for other
scientists to reproduce the experiments presented in the paper. In some
journals, this information is placed in an appendix, because it is not what
most readers want to know first.

The Results and Discussion sections present and discuss the research
results, respectively. They are often usefully combined into one section,
however, because readers can seldom make sense of results alone without
accompanying interpretation — they need to be told what the results mean.

The Conclusion section presents the outcome of the work by interpreting the
findings at a higher level of abstraction than the Discussion and by relating these
findings to the motivation stated in the Introduction.
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