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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

The information given into the paper is good and informative
scientifically. However there are some suggestions to do in
order to make the manuscript more attractive and
informative.

Dear professor, thank you very much for you insightful
comment. | found your suggestion as a sincere support for me
to make this manuscript better. | feel blessed and thanking you
very much

Minor REVISION comments

< Abstract:
» Add a materials and method section in your
abstract with one or a few sentences to provide
a general picture of the methodological
approach.
+ Body part:
» Add a material and methods section to provide
for example information about: data sources
(e.g. bibliographic databases), search terms
and search strategies, selection criteria
(inclusion/exclusion of studies), the number of
studies screened and the number of studies
included, statistical methods of metaanalysis.

I will do the correction exactly just as your suggestion.
Thank you very much professor

Optional/General comments

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 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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