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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

The definition of the T5 Group is not described in the Study. The methodology does not
describe at what time of the day and what is the period between the evaluations of the
observed.

| recommend not using adjectives, greater or lesser, as no significant differences were observed.
The high variance observed in the mean values of the experimental variables denote high volatility
and consequent departure from a so-called normal distribution, which is essential for the use of
parametric hypothesis tests.
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