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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

There is a strong methodology error, inside the document they mention that they 
applied a guide and then consider that they are doing qualitative research and it is 
not, because qualitative research requires an analysis of content which is not. 
In general, what they present is a quantitative study, therefore it is recommended 
that they remove from the interior of the manuscript that they used a guide from 
which they do not present any results. 
If that part is removed then it is suggested that there is a transversal descriptive 
quantitative design. 
I considered that is not necessary that they give the explanation of why it is a 
transversal descriptive design, it is suggested that they remove that wording. 
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