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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

1.

The authors have reported a current issue regarding the knowledge of students about how
the diet affect immune response. However, the manuscript needs to be thoroughly revised.

Abstract: Change as the following suggestion

Introduction: The objective of the study is to investigate the knowledge of student so
the introduction should organize in the proper way:

The effect of diet on immune system

Other studies on the knowledge of students on this issue

The knowledge gap (what has not studied, and your study fits with the gap)
Methods: reference of the questionnaire (where it comes from, if the authors develop
the questionnaire, how the questionnaire has validated), how you choose the
samples, what program used to manage the data

Define what is right/wrong knowledge in each categories and total categories
Results

The results of each categories in terms of right/wrong knowledge

The results of total knowledge right/wrong

The difference and association (analyzed using logistic regression) between
right/wrong knowledge and the gender...

Discussion

Discuss regarding whether students have right/wrong knowledge and compare to
other published papers

Discuss the association and compared to others publications

Conclusion

As the results suggested

Minor REVISION comments

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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