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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

Introduction. The introduction should be improved to provide sufficient background
and include all relevant and up-to-date references and abbreviations. The research
problem is important and current, but it should be presented in a clearer way,
including an international vision from the most general to the most specific in
relation to the objective. The social, economic, physical impact should be named.
Objective: The objective should be separated from the hypothesis.

Method: it is not clear: types of variables, the type of sampling, the validity of the
form, reliability of the observers, the steps of the data collection procedure.
Confidentiality and anonymity in data collection, analysis and custody are not
mentioned. The type of statistical analysis or the programs used are not mentioned.
Results. The text is not presented clearly, sometimes the same information is
repeated in the text and tables. It would be necessary to select the most
appropriate type of graph.

Discussion. Method information is repeated. Similar studies discussed are out of
date and scarce. There is no difference between the facts(findings), the author's
opinion on the facts and finally that of other studies. Excess figures, percentages
and statements. Absence of limitations, strengths or possible future research.

References: Update recommended. There is only one reference from
the year 2020.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

| want to congratulate the authors on the subject of the manuscript. In my opinion, | found
the study very interesting, and I think the topic is very necessary. The manuscript is written
in an understandable way and contains in each section the most relevant aspects of the
research. However, the manuscript must make some important revisions.
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