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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 
 

 
The article is well thought out, follows a rigor in the presentation of the structure and also 
presents a clear exposition of the results. 
The theme is important for the scientific community, although these problems have been 
resolved in many countries. The context of this article shows the evidence and the need to 
resolve and respond to what is raised. 
However, it is recommended to thoroughly review the text regarding spelling, English, as 
well as the font, space, indentation, since the article has many formatting deficiencies. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

It is recommended to thoroughly review the text regarding spelling, English, as well as the 
font, space, indentation, since the article has many formatting deficiencies. 
Bibliography could be more up-to-date 
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