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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 
 

The study brings important reflections to the scientific community, presents a good 
methodology for searching and analyzing the results, but it still lacks a more in-depth 
discussion about the real contributions of its findings to the scientific community in general, 
besides not making clear what the implications of this compilation for researchers in the 
field (how can this data be applied?) 

1. We have already added necessary implications in Discussions for in-
depth application in the future, see the first five paragraphs in 
Discussions.  . 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The authors must in fact review their discussion session, because of the way it is placed, 
the discussion only flows as a detail of the metric procedures, it lacks a discussion of a 
substantial body of reports and information about the importance of these metrics to the 
scientific community. There are questions to answer: Can minutiae analysis of metrics 
impact on new lines of research? Does monitoring of metrics produce relevant information 
in health decision-making? What are the main axes of health care or management that can 
benefit from the study of metrics? These are just examples of driving axes that authors can 
use in their discussion. 

2. We have added some examples in Discussion about the usage of metrics 
that can be used in the future. 

Optional/General comments 
 

Add to the discussion text a synthesis of the main implications of the study and / or 
suggestions for future studies 

3. A short sentence has been added to the conclusion about the main 
implications of the study or suggetions fore future studies. 

 
PART  2:  

 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
A statement has been inserted following the first paragraph in Medhods: 

As this study did not involve the examination or treatment of patients or a review of patient 
records, it was exempt from review and approval by our research ethics committees 

 
 


