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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 

In this interesting study, the authors present the measurement of emotions through the 

recording of EEG signals, in order to physiologically quantify the response of the 

participants when tasting 8 different brands of energy drinks based on Guayusa (holly 

tree native of the Amazon rain forest). Using the profrontal asymmetric difference, 

authors found the most popular beverage among participants. Authors conclude that 

using this methodology it is possible to validate the brand with greater acceptance 

among participants. 
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Introduction: rewrite the introduction focusing in the background, the state of the art 

about this kind of experiments and the problem to be solved.  

Methods: describe chronologically how the authors went about conducting the 

experiment, how the data was obtained, how was evaluated the questionnaire, data pre-

processing and analyzed to obtain the results.  
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participants  
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