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Optional/General comments 
 

In the article was designed a common-source/drain active balun in a standard 90nm CMOS 
process. I would suggest using more references about CMOS and WiMax. In the 
manuscript is missing some comparing results with other works which were published 
earlier. Article can be accepted without change. 
 

 
I have added 5 relevant references, and comparison with past researches. 
Thank you very much. 
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