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The authors write “The study assumed a correlation research design to explore different
variables affecting cyberchondria.”

There are NO data to assess the correctness of the analysis.

The analysis of data is rather poor. The “experimental Design is with 2 Factors GENDER (2
levels) AGE (2 levels). Three (MULTIVARIATE) “Response variables” are to be analysed (PIU,
CO, CYB). ABETTER analysis is needed, taking into account Factors, Interaction and
Multivariability, especially because the data are not normally distributed and the “Response
variables” are correlated. MANOVA, with Non-normal data, sould be used.
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communications?
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