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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 4 

The title is clear and appropriate to the subject, it mentions the area where the study was carried out 
and where the specific locality of San Quintin is located where the qualitative analysis and 
quantification of the use of the water. 

 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 5 

The summary clearly details the objectives, methods and results of its study of the Governance of 
Water Use carried out in that region.  
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article.  
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The author clearly explains his methodology used in his research 
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The methodology is detailed and fluent for reader's understanding  

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 4 



His reading is clear and his body is fluent in transmitting the research carried out by the author 

 

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the 
content. 
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Both the summary and the conclusions are well supported in the content of the research of the author  

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 5 
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