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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 
 

As this is research involving human beings, it should have passed through an ethics 
committee, where those involved would give their permission by signing a free and informed 
consent form, where they would be informed of the possible risks and benefits of the 
research. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

The introduction is well-founded, conceptualizing and making a brief survey and contextualization of 
the theme, leading the reader to become interested and ending with a presentation of the objectives 
of the study. 
The study presents an interesting methodology, in particular how to deal with questions related to 
detecting dishonesty. 
The methodology is well described, as well as the analysis of the results. 
The manuscript in general has a relevant value for science. 
I only see the need for the approval of an ethics committee for the dissemination of this manuscript 
to the entire scientific community 
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