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here) 

Compulsory  REVISION comments 

 

In lines 23 and 29, a cited reference does not appear. 

In line 30 after etc.  Is missing a comma. 
In line 78 is said “Questions were made available and 

 ...” I recommend writing the used questions. 

The ASF Flowchart design: 

 Can be written as an algorithm and to define all the 
terms used there and describe its parts. Their 

contribution is not clear. It should be noted the 

improved ASF-based method. 
Line 94 is said: “When compared with the previous 

database system that encouraged the use of redundancy 

with no integrity 

” I recommend cite such database system and the 

results obtained with this. 

In line 100 is said “really discourages the redundancy 
” I recommend explain such assertion. 
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I think that it is an interesting work, but it is convenient to 

make clear the contribution and that an interested reader 

can reproduce it. 
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