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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 
The article is within the scope of the journal, and deals with an interesting topic. It is 

well written and structured. It is smooth to read. The experiment described is well 

designed. The results are displayed and discussed. The contribution of the article 

represents an advance in the area of knowledge. However, I suggest the following two 

improvements: a) The state of the art of the problem dealt with should be expanded in 

the introduction. b) The conclusions should be improved by synthetically indicating 

what the scientific contribution is and proposing a set of lines of work. 


