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The manuscript is very important for the scientific community and offers interesting ideas for

research.

The title of the article is apt and very effective

The abstract of the article is exhaustive and ensures that the reader immediately understands

the investigation.

The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate and complete at all points.

The manuscript is scientifically correct

review form.
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The references are sufficient and recent but | would still improve them to ensure that scholars

can better study the paper examined.
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The work is clear, very interesting. The reading is very smooth and this guarantees a good

understanding.
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