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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 
 

The article presents a relevant and current theme, but shows itself to be superficial and poorly 
structured. It is confusing for several reasons: 
1. There is no standardization of the verb tense in the writing of the article. At every moment 
there is doubt as to whether the study has been conducted or will be conducted. 
2. In the abstract it is informed that a form was created to evaluate stress, but at no time 
during the article is explained the basis for the construction of this form. 
3. The Introduction does not contextualize the title of the article and covers several 
unnecessary subjects, since they do not apply directly to the article's theme. 
4. There is no logical sequence of information; it is observed that the Methods, Results, and 
Discussion items are erroneously inserted into the topics. 
5. Regarding the sample calculation, all students who met the inclusion criteria in both schools 
were/will be included in the study? This is not clear. 
6.   The conclusion should explain about the protocol itself, not the results that will be obtained 
from it.  
7.   References are rarely cited. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

It is necessary to update information, such as the fact that there is no specific vaccine for 
COVID. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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