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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Update references to the last ten years, but feel free to acknowledge timeless, classical 
references and key papers. 
 
When possible, move/insert bibliographic citations to/at the end of the paragraphs (the subject is 
more important than the author). Use the same procedure regarding citations of Figures and 
Tables. See line 159/160 (Our findings are similar to those reported by Thapar and Singh 
(2005)). 
 
Eliminate the word "significant" or “no-significant” when discussing statistical differences or 
effects. Details of the statistical design and analysis should be presented in the M&M subtitle, 
level of significance included. See line 146 and 184. 
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EVANS, 1997. 
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