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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

Reference in line 56 was not written well . 

 

 Methodology was not clear, please write it again more 

easy . 

I did not feel that is cross match study it is just 

descriptive one. 

 

The title is important issue but all the content are not. 

 

Language is poor , methods , tables and discussions 

are the same 

 

Major revision and rewrite 

 

  
This has been corrected. 
 
Methodology has been written more clearly. 
The study was descriptive but was done on a cross 
section of secondary school students; and this 
makes it a cross sectional (snap short) study as well. 
 
The title-content gap has been bridged as much as 
possible. 
 
This has been rectified as much as possible. 
 
This has been done. 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

Table 1, 2: you must write the number of your cases.  

 

 

The number of cases has been written on the 

tables. 

Optional/General comments 

 

How did you classify pain is mild, moderate or severe. 

Discussion has no benefit and you did not discuss or 

compare your work by the others. 

 

The emphasis of the write-up is on ‘perception’ 

of pain (not necessarily standardized 

classification of pain). This varies from person to 

person. How this perception influenced their 

intervention was then elicited. 

Some other works have now been compared 

with our findings. 

 


