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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

PN

It's interesting to see this kind of comparison study between different specialties,
and between residents and attendings

Response rate of 38% is low. However, similar to most of this kind of study

Table 1 needs a title

Statistical significance vs clinical significance might be totally different thing. For
example, in Table 3, Personal Accomplishments, statistically P<0.0117,
orthopaedic has a mean of 40.08, anesthesiology, 38.08. The real difference is
very small

Better to include the the MBI-HSS survey in the paper so readers can understand
the survey

Author’s done the revision as per comments

done

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Not sure about the statistical analysis. Better to have statisticians review the manuscript.
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