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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments
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T am

It is necessary to emphasize whether the research sample is using matching or not
it is better to use active sentences in the methodological and results explanation
sections

In the background section, paragraphs must be broken down so that they are
easily understood by readers and each paragraph focuses on discussing in detail
the essence of the message conveyed

in the methodology section it is necessary to display the time of research data
collection

the sampling section, it is necessary to confirm whether the matching is carried out
or not

case and control inclusion criteria should be combined into one subsection

should present the frequency distribution in the case and control groups
respectively

it is better to take the obtained OR because it is a case control study

It should be emphasized in the conclusion section, is the finding a correlation or an
association?

Optional/General comments
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