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 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 

 

Authors should put in the body of your paper 

biliográficas references at the end of each paragraph. 

  
Authors should enrich bilbiografica review, it is very 

short. 

 

All assertions of the paper (introduction and discussion) 

should be justified in the literature 

 
Only 6 paper, is very poor. 

We thank the reviewer for the detailed and 
thorough review which help us in 
improving the article 
We agree with the reviewer that we did not 
add enough literature to the article, 9 more 
articles are added 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Figures 1 e 2 .  

 

Attention Figures 1 and 2, are copyrighted? otherwise 

possess place the source of its origin in the legend. 

We agree that the figures are copy 

righted, however source were indicated 

in the caption of each figure.  

Optional/General comments 

 

The idea of the article is very interesting, the authors are 

to be congratulated for the initiative. The methodology is 

reprodutible and applicable, is  good quality and 

outcomes collaborate with scientific development. 
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