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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Is there any efforts to address potential sources of bias? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Could you please identify the areas of bias in our manuscript? The study 
design was clear regarding selection criteria of the respondents.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
How about to control for confounding factor? 
 
 
 

The study design was not case control, not cohort and even not RCT to 
control for confounding. It is just a cross section epidemiological study 
answered who, when and where 
  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Is there any recommendation from this study? 
 
 

Yes 
It is mentioned in conclusion (A gap exists in the diagnosis of migraine that 
needs more studies and efforts to alleviate the burden on individuals with 
migraine, relatives and community at large) 
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