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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 article is an interesting and important topic.
However, it has some limitations in particular item
discussion that need to be improved in order to make
suitable material for publication.

Abstract:
You must enclose the meaning of the acronym EMG

Introduction:

The authors make a relevant and interesting
introduction, rescuing data in the literature, etc. However
could emphasize the justification of the study. Why is it
important to study the issue?

Method:

As the sample size was set to?

It would be interesting to better describe the sample ...
where were they?

Results:

putlegend in the tables

Discussion:

The discussion needs to be reviewed.
The first paragraph should have the study's principal
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message and not the explanations of the findings ... the
issue of lack of similar studies should be an advantage
and not a point that prevents the discussion.

The limitations should be reviewed ... the suggestion of
future studies as the inclusion of other gender and other
muscles is not necessarily a limitation .....

However, a limiting factor is the convenience sample, the
sample size

The limiting factors were to come before the conclusion
that it should respond to the objective of the study and
not make inferences as the issue of rehabilitation.
Another important issue is the absence of references in
the discussion.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional /General comments
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