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The scientific theme discussed in this paper is a current 

academically relevant topic and it explores satisfactorily 

some of the most important current bibliography of the 

area. The structure of the article is appropriate and 

presents good quality while linking the results with the 

text. This point is particularly clear when the literature is 

considered.  Therefore, in my personal point of view, the 

authors demonstrated a consistent paper where the 

results obtained have been properly discussed and the 

conclusion is conveniently connected to the object that 

was proposed as a matter of investigation, achieving to 

apply the theory to a consistent empirical work of 

scientific research. Thus, all these considerations taken 

into account allow me to recommend the approval for 

direct publication of this paper as it corresponds to the 

requisites of a scientific work. 
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