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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 
 

This report presents the results of an interesting study about creative thinking. 
Antecedents are useful to justify the pertinence of the research, arguing that there are not 
conclusive results with respect to questions formulated by the authors. It increases its 
interest. 
Methodological design is adequate, and decision made are explained. Statistical 
instruments are appropriate for the purposes of the study. 
Conclusions and recommendations follow from the results. 
 

Very appreciated for the feedback 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

It is interesting to know how the process was of adapting CSQ-R to population of this study. 
 

Very well appreciated 

Optional/General comments 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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