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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 
 

I suggest adding information about the limitations found for the development of the study. It 
will serve as a basis for future published works on the subject. This also enriches 
information that is sometimes linked to non-conformities in the conduct of the work, and 
clarifies for the lay author any doubts that may arise during the reading of the manuscript. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Check more recent works published on the subject, this would also strengthen the 
discussion, which is relatively shallow. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
I suggest making it clearer that the objective of the work was achieved in the reported 
conclusion 

I suggest doing a little revision in the text to improve the reading and composition of 
the textual structure, the material has good quality and potential for publication. 

My recommendation is: Accept 
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