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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 
 

- Most authors refer to statistically significant as P < 0.05 and statistically highly 
significant as P < 0.001, but this article p value 0.0001 is not common. In the 
method : 95 percent confidence interval (inconsistency). 

- the conclusion in abstract does not refer to the expected research objectives and 
differ with conclusion in the text, and and usually the conclusion is no longer 
referring to journals 

- keywords are generally 3-5 words, but here are written more than general 
keywords in some journals 

- I found that there was a mismatch between the number of subjects/participants in 
the method mentioned as 270, but the results (table 1) were written as n=250 
participants 
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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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