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Methods
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General comments:

Title

Are presented satisfactorily.
Abstract

It is written in a structured way, however, the methodology is written in a very

summarized way which ends up making the findings and conclusions of the article.

Please confirm that the Keywords are listed as descriptors in health sciences.

Introduction

It should initially present a more general approach and gradually address the

problem (gap) and then present the objective.

Mentioning that there are few studies does not seem to me to be a good problem.

Although the introduction is well written, better identification of the problem would

help a lot in sustaining the objectives.




Methods

It should present more clearly the design of the study. A CONSORT or time line,
should be presented in order to get a better view of the study design.

The sample should be better explained with the number of subjects presented initially
and then present the inclusion and exclusion criteria.

Statistical treatment should be better detailed in order to better follow what has been
done. Please consult Cohen (1988), data such as effect size would help a lot to have
a better view of the findings.

Results

Are presented satisfactorily. However, the mentioned in the methodology must be
observed and the main results must be better explained.

Discussion

Are presented satisfactorily.

Conclusion

Are presented satisfactorily.

References

We ask you to confirm the formatting of the references. Of the 27 references, 13 are
current and 14 have been published for more than five years. Please update
references.

Overview

The manuscript presented addresses a relevant research topic.

It would be advisable to do a general review.
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