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correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

Row 40 – ‘quality and quality’. I think it is repeated. 

 

Row 43 - The meaning of acronyms should appear 

the first time mentioned in the text. 

 

Row 213 - Change ‘statistical analysis’ by ‘descriptive 

analysis’, because in the table are presented only 

frequency results. 
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Done 
 
 
Done 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

The work could present more current references, if any. 

Of 13 references, only 3 are from the last 10 years. 

 

In addition 4 current references 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

The issue is current and is very well written and presents 

interesting results. The manuscript it was written in a 

clear and concise. The results were presented clearly and 

concisely through the tables. 

 

I suggest doing correlation analysis with the data 

presented. The authors may find interesting results. 

 

 


