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Abstract of this manuscript is written very carefully and 

it is sufficiently reliable. The same can be stated 

regarding the key words. This manuscript has a logical 

layout and its content is very interesting.  It brings a 

number new findings. I can basically only recommend to 

insert a chapter devoted to the overview of research of 

already knowledge known in this field from other 

sources, as the theme of nanotechnology is very topical 
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table or figure, for example: “Source: own research”, so 

that the results of own research of authors and 
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