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The study is just  correct, not  revelatory  

Introduction: proper and suitable, well written; 

Methodology:  typical, but  appropriate; 

Results:                  relatively limited experimental data are available; the 

disadvantage of this report is lack of verification of the experimental results 

precision and accuracy – validation of the results and methodology must be 

performed and results quality should be proved; 

information: how many experiments were performed in replicates should be 

included? please provide the number of experiments; 

a separate statistical methods section is needed. Also the analysis of 

statistical significance of the results should be investigated; 

several additional information should be complemented: 

what is the degree of purity of the chemicals used in study? were the blank 

samples prepared along with all the other samples and used for correction of 

measured signals? 

Discussion: accurate; 

Bibliography/References:  

in most cases - up to date, but it should be rearranged and corrected. 
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several editorial mistakes must be corrected, as well as grammar or language 

errors 
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