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Compulsory REVISION comments

Methodology:

- No ethical approval was mentioned.

- Duration of study should be mentioned.

- Inclusion criteriaand exclusion criteria should be
mentioned.

ethical issues :It should be an ethical approval from
the ministry of health or the health office at the place
of study

ethical issues -It should be an ethical approval from
the ministry of health or the health office at the place
of study

Methodology:

- Ethical approval was mentioned and is
in lines 86 - 89.

- Duration of study is at the abstract
section. It is stated again in the
methodology as suggested (line 54).

- Inclusion and exclusion criteria have
been stated as suggested (Lines 57 -
59).

Ethical issues: Ethical approval was stated in the
methodology (Lines 86 - 89).

Minor REVISION comments

Introduction:
- 3rdparagraph, line 17-19 needs rephrasing.

Results: good, needs some improvements.

Discussion:

- Recommendations should be written at the end
of this discussion.

Introduction:
- Third sentence has been rephrased as
suggested.

Results: This has been done as suggested

Discussion:
- This has been stated as suggested (Lines
235-238).
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The design of the works looks good, put it needs some
improvement in presenting the results and discussion
parts.
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