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The manuscript doesn’t need a compulsory 
revision because it well written 
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Minor revision is needed because the English 
Language used in written the manuscript is not well 
constructed with attendant lack of concord. Et al is 
usually written in italicized form, here some are 
italicized, and others are not. The references formats 
are highly inconsistent.  
 

 
We considered comments provided by 
reviewer. We tried to revise the English 
language throughout the manuscript to come 
up with coherence of the manuscript.  The 
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of the journal.  
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