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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
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2. Yes, it is adequate. 
 

3. It was very general, could you explain more explicitly the results you found. 
 

4. Yes, they are adequate. 
 

5. Yes, it follows the structure of a scientific manuscript. 
 

6. The references are insufficient and quite outdated. Even dates are missing in some 
of them. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 
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