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PART 1: Review Comments
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Compulsory REVISION comments

It's a reasonable paper, that contributes to health research, however in order to published a 1. Study performed between July and September, 2021

lot of changes should be performed: 2. Discussions Added

1. The methodology doesn’t comprise the time that the study was carried out. This section 3. Table sources added.

should answer the elements as follows: who, what, when, where, how, and why, in order to 4. Limitations added and well explained

be a successful methods section.

2. The discussion is absent. This section includes the picture about the study object. The

purpose of this section is to interpret and describe the significance of the study findings in

light of what was already known about the subject being investigated, and to explain any

new understanding or insights about the problem after have taken the findings into

consideration.

3. The tables don’t contain sources. The source of the table should be indicated under the

table, even if the author is the same person who wrote the paper.

4. The limitations of the study aren’t explicit. These limits should identify only those

circumstances that had the greatest potential impact on the quality of the findings study and

the ability to effectively answer the research questions and/or hypotheses.
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