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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the 
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manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
should write his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

It is a clear and organized article. The results contribute to a deeper understanding of contextualized experiences of inclusion from 
the perspective of the actors involved. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
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The proposed title is adequate.  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

The summary requires clarification: indicate the objective and the analysis procedure.  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
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This is a scientifically correct manuscript. There is coherence between the delimitation of the research problem, the theoretical 
review and the method used. The reporting of results is systematic. 
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