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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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 
 

Comment. 

The study should be ordered as described in the medical research protocols. An example: 
1.  
2. Summary. That includes introduction, objectives, material and method, results and conclusions. 

 
3. Subsequently, the Introduction is described with all the theoretical elements considered by the authors, with a 

brief description of the objectives of the study. 
 

4. Material and method. The type of study must be described, the time it was carried out, how the patients were 
included in the study, how the sample size was calculated and subsequently the statistical analysis. 
 
 

 
5. Results. The anthropometric values of the patients, the study variables, and the results of the applied 

statistical analysis are described. 
 

6. Discussion. The results obtained are contrasted with the bibliography that is being presented, in this section 
you must include all the tables and charts with their bibliographic support. 
 
 
 

7. Conclusions. The final results and the limitations of the study that are considered are discussed. 
 

8. Bibliography. This should appear in order of presentation and in the Introduction and Discussion sections. 
The format must be that of Vancouver. 
 

conclusions.  
In the way that the work is presented, an evaluation cannot be carried out. It is recommended to modify the format. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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