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	5. Clarity 

   (acronyms, tables descriptions, )

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
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Please tick each point that is satisfactorily fulfilled in the submission

· unfamiliar concepts are defined;

· difference with existing studies is explicitly identified and documented;

· one clear goal of the paper is identified in the abstract
· abstract is not vague and is selfsufficient
· traditional sections, if present (participants, design, ...) are clearly distinguished and their content is identified in the title

· figures and tables are explained and referred to in the text

· the content of each section of the paper is briefly described in the last paragraph of the introduction
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