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The article is very long and difficult to read. 

Include a section with the methodology for selecting documents/articles to prepare the review, as well 

as what type of review was carried out. 

The figures, if they have been copied from another place, the reference must be cited. I suggest the 

creation of own figures by the author. 

Include discussion section and reduce too many sessions. 

The conclusion does not address all the points discussed in the review. 
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