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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
1. In page 2, ANOVA test is used to test if the mean percentage difference depends on the weight 

class for males. One of the important assumptions of ANOVA is constant variance or equal 
variances for the groups. It is clear from the side-by-side boxplot, the variability is not equal for 
the groups. A test for equal variance should be used here, such as Levene test. If the assumption 
of constant variance is not satisfied,  

 a nonparametric test should be used here, such as Kruskal-Wallis Test which does not 
require these assumptions.  

 or when ANOVA were run using a software, unequal variance should be selected.  
 
2. Another assumption for ANOVA is normality. A test for normality, such as A-D test or Shapiro test 

should be used. 
 
3. Similarly, ANOVA test is used for females and the constant variance seems not satisfied from the 

side-by-side boxplots.  
 

Other than that, the paper is well organized and presented, and has some interesting results. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The paper needs to be checked for grammar errors and spelling.  
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