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The paperwork is very detailed and well structured, with interesting data, but unfortunately, 
there are very serious problems with the citations and with the "References" chapter. Many 
works (14) cited in the main text cannot be found in "References", there are only two 
exceptions, maybe three! On the contrary, out of 21 works mentioned in "References", only 
two, maybe three are found as cited in the text!!! 
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