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Compulsory REVISION comments
Minor REVISION comments
This is one rare case of an article almost ready to publish as is. My only remarks are: All the corrections done

1) All figures and tables, particularly figures 1 to 3, have a poor quality. | suggest
elimination of colour in all figures and tables as it turn the paper into a more solemn
scientific work.

2) Figure 4 seems displaced.

3) Consider moving figures 4 to 6 into an annex.

4) Revise minor formatting errors.
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