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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:

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.

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment Author’'s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should
write his/her feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If ves, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Pedro Miguel Alves Ribeiro Correia

Department, University & Country

University of Lisbon, Portugal

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




