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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
- Divergence between title and objective related to age groups, I suggest that you 
remove it from the title or include it in the objective. 
-Material and method- The inclusion criterion reported was sample between 10 and 
80 years old but this article just mention adolescents. I suggest to unify the criterion   
- Need further explanation about the questionnaire, example: Was there blood 
pressure checked before and after the music? Wich kind of hardware (Digital ? 
Manual ?) Vendor ? How was the method of pressure checking ? just berofe, during 
and just after the music ? 
- Result and discussion – Graphics with confusing explanations 
- Music has been reported to have an effect on the brain, how was this assessed? 
- It was reported that 89,11% have a history of blood pressure (of what? Increase or 
descrease ? This was not clear at all article. 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The conclusion was that Fast musics ad dangerous and innefective. Witch variables bring 
you guys to this conclusion. That was not clear for me. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Due the items commented above like Method of blood pressure check, Questionnaire 
answered without supervision of authors, between other, I understand that there is kind of 
bias in the article 
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