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A) If you agree to accept this paper, please illustrate your reasons why this paper is qualified to be published in the journal in detail, or provide revision suggestions if you have any.

· Why this paper is qualified:

· Revision suggestions:

Specific comments and suggestions (on layout and format, title, abstract, introduction, method, statistical errors, results, conclusion/discussion, language and references) will be greatly appreciated. If the paper needs professional English editing, kindly give some examples for reference.
B) If you think this paper needs major modification and resubmission, please provide summary and detail revision suggestions (on layout and format, title, abstract, introduction, method, statistical errors, results, conclusion/discussion, language and references.). Please point out the section(s) where you think an error/flaw occurs. If the paper needs professional English editing, kindly give some examples for reference as well.
· Detail revision suggestions:

C) If you think this paper should be rejected, please expound the reasons why it is not of sufficient quality/novelty or seriously flawed to be published in the journal.
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