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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

There are inconsistencies in the pattern in which your data is presented e.g. age
range of parents, level of education. Please make all consistent.

Add statistical tools to compare perceived stress in each variable in table 3
Table 4 needs to be revised. Add odds ratio

AUC not interpreted adquately

This has been corrected.

Table 3 is a table on frequency, however statistical tests have been provided
for table 2.

Adjusted odds ratio (AOR) for multivariate analysis was included. See line
114, Table 4 last column.

This is not very clear, the meaning of AUC.

Minor REVISION comments

A cross sectional study implies that you are selecting a section of the whole population.
This was not done. Modify study design. What determined your choice of university? Was it
randomly selected?

Discussion is too simplified. You need to critic your methods and compare with other
studies critiquing their study design as well.

This was a total population study of medical students of Ebonyi State
University Abakaliki, Nigeria with a stated inclusion criteria.

The title shows that this was a one center study. It was not randomly selected.

To an extent, a good comparison was made with results of other studies.
However, study limitation has been included. See line 191.

Optional/General comments
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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