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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Statistical analysis is wrong. Paired t test should be used for a situation of pre and 
post situation. 
 
 
 

Respected Sir/Madam, in my research I have used z-test not the t-test and in 

the methodology portion also I have mentioned it very clearly along with the 

formula of z-test. It is a statistical test used to determine whether two 

population means are different when the variances are known and the sample 

size is large. The test statistic is assumed to have a normal distribution and 

nuisance parameters such as standard deviation should be known in order for 

an accurate z-test to be performed. 
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