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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
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The manuscript is very important for the scientific community since it deals with atheme
that is in force and presents a social and educational problem.

The title is very adequate and responds perfectly to the content of the manuscript. The
summary also clearly and perfectly details the subsequent reading. The structure of the
manuscript is correctly planned, with its sections, sections and subsections, which help the
reader and facilitate its understanding.

The manuscript perfectly adapts to scientific rigor, in addition to its structure, with its
procedure and methodology, as well as the tools used for data collection and subsequent
analysis. Presenting the results correctly.

The author is only recommended to expand the conclusions, since it is considered, based
on the results, that it is a very important contribution and therefore, the conclusions should
be reflected in greater detail.

Regarding the references used, they are appropriate and up-to-date with respect to the

theme and timing of the manuscript.
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