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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 
 

Method section:  
1. The author/s should show how participants were selected and where they found the list of participants 
2. Sample size determination is not mentioned  
3. Mention something about the study area. 

-The author did not mention where the study was conducted? (Part of country or country…) 
4. Terms should be operationalized: e.g.  General Health, Physical Functioning, Mental Well-being, ….  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Acronyms should be written in full term when used for the first time.  
2. The manuscript has no page #.  
3. Better to split table 2 to make table fitted in a page 
4. Cite tables in the text 
5. Discussion section  
6. The author/s is/are better to modify the discussion part (discuss every pertinent finding in relation to other 

similar studies). 
7. Reference: a reference # 15 is not cited in your text. Remove or cite it.   
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Generally, the manuscript is interesting and informative, Nevertheless, points under “major and minor 
revision comments” should be amended appropriately.     
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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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