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Compulsory REVISION comments

1) Avoid TR in abstract.

2) Need improvement Fig. 3

3) The conclusion has little confusion, so it should be rewritten.
4) The manuscript has typo-errors.

5) Results discussion should be improved, Author, should follow
the papers and citied.
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Triumfetta rhomboidea have been written in full in the abstract
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Results and discussion presented based on the extent of work carried out
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