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Compulsory REVISION comments
The work is poorly written. The abstract is not
written correctly and should be re-written. The paper inits present form is not acceptable. The introductionshould be rewritten. The English is awful. The discussionshould be redone, results were merely presented. Theconclusion as presented is a mere summary

Minor REVISION comments The  author is advised  check with the Englishdepartment for errors.
Optional/General comments I am unable to find the reason for this work.  It is a mereacademic exercise without any real addition toknowledge
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