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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 

 

The research is very well structured, reasoned and objective. 

The theme is related to the work. 

It is attractive, detailed and very important for your proposed script. 

It is consistent with the subject, detailed, specified, instructive and very well organized in 

topics. 

All the work was well developed, and very relevant. 

The data presented is organized and described correctly. 
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The reading and application of the obtained data are in order and easy to present. 

All the work was important and contributed a lot to the local communities. 

Regarding social parameters, they are relevant. 
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It is spaced and very well directed. It presents itself within the norms. 
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