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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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 
 

First of all, I would like to thank the editors for the opportunity they have offered me to 
review this manuscript and I am very pleased to cooperate with them. 
After reading the manuscript, I congratulate the authors for the work they have done, which 
I found quite interesting to read and analyze. Thus, the language used as well as the 
development of the same have been correct and easy to understand.  
I would also like to point out that it would be convenient to complete and justify the 
literature review, since it is scarce and incomplete. 
Regarding the methodology applied and the results achieved, I cannot advise modifications 
because they have already been published. It would be advisable to modify them before 
making suggestions about them. 
Likewise, the conclusions are quite reduced and need to be completed with the justification 
of the subject treated as well as providing details of the results obtained. 
I also recommend adding the limitations and future lines of research of the analysis carried 
out. 
Based on all the above comments, I recommend rejecting the manuscript. 

 
I quite agree with the submissions of this Reviewer.  
 
The other issues have been addressed in my review 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 

PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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