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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 
 

 
This is a cross sectional study aiming to determine the prevalence and associated 
factors of internet addiction among undergraduate clinical medical students of a 
Nigerian private university. Since there are many studies on this subject, it is important 
to emphasize in detail what the study adds to the literature. It would be appropriate to 
emphasize especially on cultural differences. 
My recommendations for the study are: 
1. What the study contributes to the literature and which gaps it fills should be 
explained in the introduction. 
2. The hypothesis of the study should be given in the introduction. 
3. In the study, it should be stated in which language the scales and questionnaires 
were made. If a language other than English is used, the psychometric properties of 
the adapted version of the IAT test should be stated accordingly. 
4. It should be explained how variables are included in the regression models in 
statistical analysis. 
5. Findings and discussion sections should be separated from each other. 
6. Discussion section should be developed. Analysis and comments should be added, 
especially by comparing the studies in Nigeria and the findings of the studies in the 
countries of the region other than Nigeria or in other continents. 
7. A more meaningful conclusion should be added. 
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 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) 
 
 

 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Lut Tamam 

Department, University & Country Cukurova University, Turkey 

 


