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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 author should mention the statistical tests they used for their comparisons. They
mention in several parts that there was significant correlation, yet how did this
correlation was derived.

2. In the submitted tables, the reported significance is not clear where it belongs. If it is
for the whole comparison it must be mentioned. For example, at the end of Table 3.1 it
says 0.67, where does this refer too?

3. Also, it is important that authors state, in each table or in the text, the p-values of
individual comparisons. For example, in Table 3.1 it states:

4. 0(don’t watch tv), 73, 5.69±2.97
5. 1(9-10pm), 133, 5.91±3.47
6. What is the p-value of those means? This should be done for all comparisons in the

text. Otherwise, the reader does not have a clue what is different from what.
7. A good way of presenting such data is through a figure, which would give a nice

diagrammatical representation of the author’s findings.

8. Grammatical and orthographical errors must be corrected throughout the text

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)
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