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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 
 

 
1.The objective was not clearly stated "This study seeks to explore any association if any 
between handedness in the usage of mobile phone in our environment using a modified 
Edingburgh Handedness Inventory (EHI).[27]" 
2.Athough the author used " modified Edingburgh Handedness Inventory" it was not 
mentioned in the section of method 
3. compared this study to another similar study published in JAMA " Hemispheric 
Dominance and Cell Phone Use" ,where they enrolled 717 participants so the question if it 
is  the number of participants in this study is small , question hence about the power of the 
study  
4.Author did not mentioned the test used for statistical analysis  
5. P value is not available when doing the comparison  
(study is not qualified  regarding methodology and statistics ) 

Thanks for your kind review and for all the points made, the necessary 
corrections have been made. Kindly go through. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 
PART  2:  
 
 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 


