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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   

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  Correct the following: 
(i) The references in the body of the work should be numbered rather than writing the name of the author(s). For example:  

When employing the Student’s t-test, samples should meet certain criteria, such as Normality, equal variances and 
independence [Kim, 2015].  
It should be: 
When employing the Student’s t-test, samples should meet certain criteria, such as Normality, equal 
variances and independence [1]. Other references in the body of the work should follow the same format. 
Your references should be numbered this way: 
[1] KIM, T. K. (2015). T test as a parametric statistic. Korean J Anesthesiol, 68, 542-544. 

                      [2] KWAK, S. G., KIM, J. H. (2017). Central limit theorem: the cornerstone of modern statistics. Korean J 
Anesthesiol. 70, 144-156. 

(ii) The space between the conclusions and references should be reduced. 
(iii) There should be conformity in your headings. 

The CONCLUSIONS heading is different from others. 
It should be the same for all, kindly correct CONCLUSIONS TO BE 
Conclusions 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

The article  is quite amazing  
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