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The introduction lacks clear aims and objectives, which are essential for guiding readers through 
the article's purpose and scope. 
 
The methodology section could benefit from greater clarity to ensure readers understand the 
approach taken in the study. 
 
Exploring higher IW/CPE (Initial Weight/Constant Potential Energy) values could potentially 
enhance the investigation's depth and insights. 
 
Statistical details were noticeably absent in the materials and methods section, which is crucial for 
ensuring the study's rigor and reproducibility. 
 
Comparing the obtained data with existing literature and engaging in more thorough discussion 
would enrich the analysis and interpretation of the results. 
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