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I. Manuscript evaluation: 

 

The referee should express the evaluation starting from more general and relevant information and 

then get to more detailed and operational indications to support. The reviewer report must be 

sufficiently articulated and motivated to support the assessment (typically, at least 150/200 words).  

Particularly, the referee should: 

1) Offer a summary of the study and an initial general evaluation, highlighting the strengths 

and weaknesses of the manuscript according to the following parameters:  

- Scientific relevance of the discussed topic.  

- Novelty and originality of the manuscript. 

- Suitability of the work to the present state of knowledge on the subject. 
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- Quality and extent of bibliography used. 
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