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Compulsory REVISION comments

1.

5.

6.

Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

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)

Yes, | think this research/manuscript is important.
The word “of” occurs 5 times in the title. Perhaps it can be re-worded.

| believe the abstract is okay.

| believe there are too many subsections. It makes the manuscript appear choppy. Perhaps
the most obvious example is when the author describes “ Selection of Respondents.” Then
there are Inclusion and Exclusion subsections with short phrases. This “Selection of
Respondents” section should be written in narrative form, with sentences. The “Variables
of Interest” subsection should also be written in narrative/sentence form. There are other
places when subsections could be combined and sentences added, so the manuscript
would not appear as choppy and be easier to read. In other words, there are too many
places where there is a subsection and then only 1-2 sentences.

Yes.

Yes.

Minor REVISION comments

1.

Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

| believe the quality of English is okay, especially if the author carefully proofreads
everything one more time. Note: Beginnings of paragraphs should probably be indented.

Optional/General comments

For the tables, there are sentences, but then the table captions basically say the same thing,
so it's redundant. Should the sentences be switched to the Results section and then
described in narrative form?
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