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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
I was surprised to read that the author of this comprehensive review article calls his manuscript an 
"Editorial" in the Introduction (although he calls it a review in the conclusions). Editorials are brief 
manuscripts up to 1,000-1,500 words highlighting specific aspects and important topics of interest for 
the readers. A comprehensive review article of more than 6,000 words (text only) cannot be called an 
Editorial. I would therefore ask Dr. Akoh to replace the words "Editorial" with the word "review" in 
the Introduction (once on page 4 and once more on page 5).
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
This manuscript was well prepared, it could be published directly.
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COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
It is well designed review article. However there is nothing new or indivual experience. 


