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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 

the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 

should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

The reading of the paper is very difficult. In some 

parts it is not possible to understand the concept that 

authors want to describe. 

The lack of a coherent line makes it “tough “to read 

and understand. All parts of the paper are not 

correlated;  

The technologies description are similar to a student 

report (in a technical paper the rev consider useless 

the greenhouse effect), the table are very “old (?)”. 

Some tables report 1998 data?????? 

The paper is also not free of commercialism! 

There are many typing mistake in the text (i.e. page 4 

line 167, page 5 table 4, page 7 line 302 ?????). 

Finally the technologies description is too long and 

the aim of the paper is missing or lost in the text. So 

became tough to understand the reasons of writing 

the paper. 

Some parts are “directly paste” from others works, 

and some parts are repeated with the exactly the 

same words (page 1 lines 26-36, page 3 lines 111-

121). 
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