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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 
 

 
1. Abstract: This should be written in whole and not as the body of the 

work is segmented (abstracts are synopses, summaries or outlines 
written en bloc). No need for background, method, result and 
conclusion. 
 

2. The author wrote SPSS version 20 (in the abstract) and SPSS version 
26 (in data analysis) as the statistical package used to enter and 
evaluate data. The author should specify one. 

 
3. The instrument for data collection is the Patient Health 

Questionnaires (PHQ-9) which is already validated. If the researcher 
includes additional characteristics to this instrument (PHQ-9) in order 
to measure the symptom of depression, the validity of the original 
instrument is altered. The researcher has to revalidate it, see if the 
reliability of the adapted instrument is good enough so as to be used 
for the study. The reliability coefficient should be stated in the article.      

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  
Edit the work. 

1. Rephrase the highlighted sections under method (of abstract), background, 
and discussion.  
 

2. Punctuations should be appropriately placed. 
 
 

3. Wrong spellings should be corrected. 
 
 

4. Arrange the work well. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The article is good. There is originality in the research. 
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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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