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Most of the comment I made in this review are quite basic as they highlight elementary
errors (insufficient treatment of the data and over-interpretation of the results, notably).
By having often worked with PhD students in their early career, I know that such “youth-
ful errors” are frequent. They are, to my opinion excusable and probably normal for
beginner scientists.

However, it is the responsibility of the promoter(s) to correct them and help the PhD
student driving his/her analysis and this should have been done during the writing
process, before submitting the paper. As a promotor, I would never have authorized
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a PhD student or a Post Doc to submit a manuscript in this shape. By reviewing this
paper, I had the bad feeling to do the work of the promoter in his/her place.
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