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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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- Innovation should be mentioned in the abstract 
- Insert references at the end of each paragraph in the introduction section 
- It is better to insert LITERATURE REVIEW section in the manuscript 
- Use the term et al. to refer to more than two authors 
- It is better to make a general edit before printing. 
- Use the same format for referencing. In some parts, numbering is used, and in 

others, the researcher's name is included 
- It should be noted contribution of this article  
- The conclusion section has no detailed explanation. Also, no comparison has been 

made with the results of previous research mentioned in this research (In terms of 
matching or non- matching to this study) 

- Follow the general format of writing a scientific article 
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