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The instruments and the chemical reagents used should be stated with 

their brand names, company from which it was produced, the city and 

country of origin. 
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voltage, current, scanning rate etc. of the XRD and TEM used in the study 

 

The results and discussion section should clearly state and explain the 
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The introduction part has done a good literature survey and that must be 

applied to the results and discussion part to be able to show a good 

argument for the results obtained.  
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