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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 novelty of the study is obvious and the author did great work but he/she didn’t
follow a checklist for reporting web or non web-based surveys such as “A Consensus-
Based Checklist for Reporting of Survey Studies (CROSS)”, which can be found in the
following link (https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11606-021-06737-1)

Following such checklist before and during the survey administration could assist the
researcher/ author to ensure his/her survey is sufficiently reliable, reproducible, and
transparent.

Minor REVISION comments

The background section in the introduction or even the abstract has to be rewritten by
the author
Moreover, the results and the discussion sections too

Optional/General comments

It is preferred that any study or research work to be registered on clinicaltrials.gov to
prevent duplication
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

IRB (Institutional Review Board) approval and informed consent process weren’t
mentioned by the author

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Christine Raouf George Mikhail

Department, University & Country

Fayoum University, Egypt

Created by: EA Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




