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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
To authors,
I have some advice.
1. Abstract: You state the same things in both Result and Conclusion. Make it short.
2. Abstract: You did not study “how to deal with the situation” and thus you should refrain

from stating “what to do” in Conclusion. State things solely based on the study. In my
opinion, Conclusion last can have this meaning but abstract not.

3. Methods: Please write if you had obtained IRB approval and IC from participants also
within the manuscript itself.

4 References: Many articles have “single page”. If these are papers of single page, then
write in “44-44” like manner.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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