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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?)

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.

Optional/General comments

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