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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Dear Dr. 
The manuscript is nice, but should be promoted according to: 
 
Abstract: methodology should be mentioned step by step, for example: the period of 
study, type of study, sample size, location, place of study, etc. 
 
Introduction: it is nice. 
 
Method: It should follow a framework and rule: for example, type of study, place of 
study, date of study, how to calculate the sample size, method of data collection, 
research ethics, etc. 
 
Results: First of all, separate the result from the discussion. In Table 1, the percentage 
column should be added and the percentage should be used in the whole result, not the 
number. Then sort the results by main goals. 
 
Discussion: At the beginning of the discussion, bring the main and the most important 
findings of your study. The discussion should be based on the study objectives and 
study findings. 
 
Conclusion: Conclusions should meet the main objectives of the research. 
 
Also at the end add the Abbreviation, too. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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