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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Abstract.- Redundant the concept a little. Make it more precise and finish with the 
conclusion.  
 
Introduction.- line 15 to 21 must be referenced. Also reference what is placed between 
lines 27 to 32. 
 
 Lines 63 to 70.- must be referenced  
 
Lines 103 to 115.- must be referenced 
 
The conclusion should be only a paragraph. What you put as a conclusion should perhaps 
be placed as a discussion, the conclusion being the final part. 

 
 
 
The abstract has been re-written, and shortened 
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References have been added 
 
 
This part has been also referenced 
 
 
Ok, The paragraph is now entitled “discussion and conclusion”. The 
conclusion is limited to the last lines 
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