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This Descriptive study is the best method used for collecting information that will demonstrate 

relationships and describe the world as it exists. Comparing these two groups is important as they are 

sharing the same environment but different distances from big cities. Again researches on native people 

and their thinking about health care is also vital for the us as a civilized population in the world. These 

types of studies are often done before an experiment to know what specific things to manipulate and 

include in an experiment. 
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content of the manuscript. 
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The manuscript is scientifically written.   
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