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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 
 

 
Article deserves to be reviewed regarding ethical aspects. Improve treatment with 
the data. Review presentation of results. Bring recent and high impact literature. 

Ok, done 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The introduction needs to state the purpose of the. 
Detalhar melhor o método de coleta de dados. 
Relatar como o autor garantiu a ética na pesquisa. 
Results simply resume the table data. 
You need to configure each table. 
I would need statistical tests to check the association between the data. 
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Needs to adapt and broaden literature review. 
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issues here in details) 
 
 
Should better describe in the article ethical 
aspects. 
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