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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 
 

 
Please, explain more about the study sample. From the given numbers I understand, that 
not all students from both Departments participated in the study. Were there any additional 
selection criteria?  
 
Why EAT-40 test was used as it is focused on anorexia nervosa, not orthorexia? Please 
explain more on this. 
 
Line 105 Please explain the acronym BMI 
 
Lines 126-129: Commonly used terms resulting from the BMI classification should be used, 
not "slim" or " slightly obese". Is there no statistical difference between BMI of male and 
female? The difference in mean values is quite large. 
 
Lines 135-137: Please, Please, re-edit the sentence " Orthorexia nervosa of the university 
students was analysed with respect to gender and the male and female students were 
compared in regard to having nervosa risk  (Table 5)" because it is unclear. 
  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

It is suggested to standardize the terms used (Orthorexia Nervosa not Orthorexia Nervoza). 
 
Lines 165-167: Error in quoting, please check and change. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

I recommend using terms "male" and "female" in manuscript, as "girls" and "boys" usually 
refers to children. 

 

 
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 
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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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