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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

Sort keywords alphabetically;

Use descriptors more related to the study and that allow the possible reader to find the study on the Web
The introduction should be revised for citation rules.

Update and bring more references. In the entire introduction, only two references are cited, and very old
ones.

The methodology does not allow the reader to understand where, when and how the study was carried out. It
must be detailed.

Furthermore, the ethical aspects that involved the research must be presented. As the study involved human
beings, authorization from an Ethics Committee must be submitted.

Before Figures, tables or charts, authors must add a title informing the most relevant results

The results are not discussed

Results are not discussed. References must be updated, being from the last five years.

Furthermore, 11 references are cited at the end, however only two are mentioned in the text.

Minor REVISION comments

See comments

Optional/General comments

The article presents an interesting idea, however, it is presented in the form of a newspaper text and not a scientific
article. Must be reviewed
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