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Compulsory REVISION comments

Abstract

Referencing

Entire work

Please rephrase your entire abstract and also check sentence errors for better
understanding of the entire study carried out. Please check this

And

Please format your referencing style in the entire text to standards ie [1], [2], [3],......
etc

Your entire work is riddled with grammatical errors and inconsistencies. Please take
your time and reconciln these issues and more importantly tell us the improvements
implemented on the Crucible that made it achieve better efficiency as compared to
other developed Crucibles.
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