
Reviewers’ comments:  
 
I want to apologize for so late to answer, but I can´t make a detailed review this time (this month).I 
read quickly and I noted that the article needs again a review to be accepted. Although the article 
shows major improvements in content and references, it doesn't satisfy the scientific scope of an 
article (see all the considerations firstly recommended). I think that the best way for the author to 
publish these ideas is as an opinion article or chapter book. 

 
Author’s feedback:  
 
Here the reviewer mentioned that he could not see in detail and that is why he made his comment 
more general. He noted two different things. He positively commented that the article has significantly 
revised and upgraded. He also noted that the article needs some review but he did not mention the 
points that needs still review and even it is difficult to identify which were his first comments as 
reviewers are synonymous.  
Without seeing in detail of the revisions made and pinpointing the week points, it is difficult to accept 
his recommendation and hence I regret to accept his recommendation. 
 

 

 


