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Compulsory REVISION comments The authors provide a simplified description of the 

properties of stripes observed in the t-J model. Although 
several assumptions are made in the manuscript, their 
results are in a good agreement with those of the 
numerically exact DMRG method. 
The paper is overall well written, the motivations and the 
goals are clearly stated. 
However, there are very few up-to-date references in the 
manuscript. The insertion of a few more recent 
references would be highly appreciated. 
After that I recommend the publication. 

We thank the referee for these comments. We added 
many references. These notably include many 
numerical investigations.. 

Minor REVISION comments There are some typos in the manuscript, therefore it is 
strongly recommended to correct them before publication. 
For example: 

- page 7 last sentence ‘we’ appears twice 
- in Sec. XI., in the first sentence Fig. (15) should be 

Fig. (16) presumably. 

We fixed these and many other typos that we 
spotted.
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