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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
 
 
 
 

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
 
 

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 
additional references, please mention in the review form. 

 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 

 
 
I believe it is a good research topic. 
 
The title is not clear. I think, it is better for you to write "...the new normal after COVID-19 
pandemic". 
 
Rather. Mean±SD is used for description of quantitative variables and frequency (%) is used for 
categorical variables. In "Abstract" you wrote "Hence, it is recommended". The recommendation 
should be written at the end of "Discussion”. 
 
"Objectives" and "Hypothesis" have been written as separate subsections of "Introduction". 
However, I think, it is better for you to write the research objectives in the last paragraph of 
"Introduction" not a separate sub-section.   “Results” and “Discussion” are merged. You 
check whether it is correct or not with the "instructions for the author" on the journal's 
website. 
Almost 
 
Yes 
 
- How did you calculate the sample size? 
- How did you check for normality? 
-Please report significant level in subsection 2.5.  
-I suggest adding and comparing the findings of girls and boys. 
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