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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 
 

This manuscript has major flaws in the Methodology section, Results, Conclusion and References as 
well. 
It needs English translation improvements. 
I made corrections and remarks in yellow in the manuscript. 
The first study design and methods need more specific data about the methods and tools used to 
choose the articles for the systematic review.  
Why in the Conclusion part the authors said they chose low-quality papers when even from the start 
they found 850 articles and then reduced it to 76 and again to 40? 
The Conclusion is not properly written, with no connections to Aim and Title, and mentioning the low-
quality database used is improper. 
The References are too long, for a systematic review you have to use only the articles chosen for it, 
then no more than 40-42 articles, not 82. 
It needs another study design (focused on symptoms or on behaviors, either on Eating Disordes or 
Disordered Eating, not both), Methods to be used, statistics to describe the results compared, a 
proper Conclusion, and good References.  
Please add a table with the main articles from which you extracted the conclusion, comparing data 
etc. like in a proper systematic review. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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