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relevant, meant to clarify unclear points Frupdersanding evaluation Exalpativh Spinion: | concise and correct or
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i n
explanation ‘ _ : arguments/responses h : REVIEWER’S QUESTIONS
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son.we some some some. review of sourées, cited partly partly clear | P . L~ concise and correct or
fair fair fair not well fitting some own input average average some iSome aspects fine | 2 no questions asked
well performed, deviations . some aspects some parts many good
good good ) +some interesting results . ! some incorrect
sufficient number  qualitatively analysed above average well done - d h .
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