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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The abstract should inform the reader in a succinct manner as to what the article is about and what the 
major contributions are that are discussed. 
 
The Introduction; The first paragraph should follow the inverted triangle principle. 
Middle paragraphs;ok 
 
Final paragraph; The introduction ends with the “road-map” paragraph. This paragraph outlines the 
remaining sections of the paper. 
The References; You may not include references that were not cited. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The Methods; Describe all of the techniques used to obtain the results in a separate, objective Methods section 
 
The Results; Results should be clear, convincing, and general and should be free from interpretations or opinions 
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The summary and conclusions section tells the reader what has already been read and draws the important 
conclusions—keep it short and make it as specific as possible 
 
The Discussion; Discussion sections interpret the results to reach the main conclusions of the article 
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