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Minor REVISION comments 

 

It is rather qualitative investigation and it could 

serve as a starting point for a more quantitative 

approach to the problem. For instance, I suggest 

creation of a specific questionnaire for the 

goldsmiths involved where a specific numerical scale 

of possible answers could be used. The collected 

information could be used for statistical treatment as 

it is done in other studies using methods of 

behavioural statistics. I recommend to the authors to 

mention, at least, this opportunity in the introduction 

or in the conclusion. 

 

 

Addressed in page 2 from line 70 to 73. 
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