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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 
 

It would be important to better characterize the materials applied in each of the 
compositions. 
 
It is necessary to specify the cement applied according to the European or American 
standard. 
 
It is recommended to carry out a general review of the text in English. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Some durability tests in this compositions should be performed and presented at this stage 
of the research 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
It would be useful for the research to indicate which alternative sources of water surveyed 
showed greater uniformity and commercial sustainability in relation to drinking water. 
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