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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
Make abstract in one body. Remove all headings from divided parts. 
 
Revise all references in text and in list. There is only 9 references that used in text 
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in text and give them in the same format. 
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his/her own feelings without any aesthetics principle.  
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this and edited this before you submitted again. 
 
Use the journal submission style. 
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