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PART  1: Review Comments 

 

 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 

 

I do believe that the manuscript should be accepted in its 
present form following the journal’s peer review policy. In 
fact, although not new, the manuscript is well written and 
shows appropriately the current knowledge on the subject. 
I assume that the word superior should be changed with the 
word inferior, page 2 lines 41.  

We changed the description of the band location 

as inferior-temporal instead of superior- 

temporal in page 2, line 41. 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments   

 


