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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 
 

abstract, title and references; The title is informative, properly written and the study design is related to the  title. The abstract is structured 
and properly written. The aim of the study is clear; the results are clear and study results answer the research questions. References No. 9 
needs to be written completely. Other references are relevant, appropriate studies were included and referenced correctly. 

Introduction; clearly outlined and justified. The research question is properly outlined and related to what is already known.  

Methods; The study design is clear, suitable to research question, reproducible (enough details were presented, thus the study could be 
replicated), the subject selection is clear, methods are valid and reliable, variables defined clearly and statistical methods are reasonable. 

Results; Regarding results, data were properly presented. Tables labelled correctly. Results section is explanatory, clear, provides what is 
statistically significant and practically meaningful. Tables abbreviation should be written under each table. 

Discussion; The discussion section written appropriately, clearly and results discussed without over interpretation of results. Discussion 
answers the research question and provided by supporting references.  

Overall; Overall, the study design is proper, title is clear, comprehensive, short and informative. Abstract is properly written . The introduction 
is appropriate, aim is clear, methods were properly written, answers the study question and reproducible. Results presented in a good way, . 
The discussion included relevant studies, and provided by supporting references.  
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1- References No. 9 needs to be written completely 
2- Tables abbreviation should be written under each table 
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