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The authors of the paper make a good quality distribution of all research variables, making 
a very good mix between theory and practice. The results attest that the quality of the 
research reflects those mentioned in the introduction and methodology. 
They provide consistent work in the category of defined value for research and related 
sciences, but provide valuable information for professionals and researchers. 
The discussion provides valuable information on the established prevalence situation and 
the factors associated with the current local situation in the studied geographical area, 
combining information from the international literature with the field situation. 
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