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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The article corresponds to journal's topics. 
The abstract exceeds 300 words in length. 
I believe it is necessary to include some more papers in this field in  the reference list for a 
more pertinent analysis. 
In the text, citations should be indicated by the reference number in brackets 
Missing reference list at the end of paper. 
Very interesting topic, well structured.  
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The title and the abstract correspond to journal's standards and seem appropriate and 
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