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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

- The abstract has more than 250 words. It needs to be recasted 
- The references have corrections to be made. 

 
 
 

 
The abstract has been reduced to below 250.   
All corrections in references have been made.  
The first reference has been changed to CDC who are the real owners of the 
information. 
The spaces between the years, volumes, issues and page numbers have 
been closed.  
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- The Conflict of Interest is too long, and contains information about Research 
Funding. 

 
 

 
 
The conflict of interest statement has been reduced and contains information 
on authors’ conflict of interest only.  
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- Grammatical corrections, including punctuations. 
 
 

 
All the grammatical corrections, including punctuations have been made. 
Food service has been changed to two separate words. Grammatical 
correction suggested in the recommendation section has been made as well.  
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