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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 

 

1.1.1.1. Lines 156-165 and 196-231 just explain Tables 1and 2, 

respectively, item by item (repeatedly) without adding author’s 

any analytical comments. Please add authors’ comments, idea and 

opinions more to these results. 

2. Explain the original form of the survey current questionnaire 

and replying results more detail as Table2 may not be enough to be 

understood by the readers. 

3. Add “cross factor” analyses rather than current single-factor 

analysis in order to answer e.g. the following questions such as 

“what kind of people do go to the clinic?”, “Are these people in 

higher healthy conditions compared with others?”, “what kind of 

people feel bad frequently?”  and so on. Try to characterize people 

who have certain and typical behavioural trends. 

 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

 

1. In Table 2, items 6,7,18 and 21 show “double negative” expression. 

Thus  explanation based upon replies “never”, “often” make us confuse. 

Please express all in rather affirmative style. 

2. Line 221 and 222 duplicated. 
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comments 

 

Current version of the draft dose not meet minimum standard required 

for  the academic journal. It needs more analyses on the survey results.  
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