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I’m not expert in English but I think the writing can be 

improved as well as the clarity of presentation. 

- Some figures and tables seem to be far from the place 

they are referenced. 

- Most of the references are too old; the newest is already 

three years old. 

- It is not clear to me what the benefits of their approach 

are. It seems that there is a lack of a state of the art study 

and the necessary comparison to other approaches. 
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