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the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

Description of study group, deeper discussion is 

necessary. 

Topic about depression (added in discussion was 

putted without tools (in discussion) –the question is:  

this is for authors’ consideration – if this part is 

connected with the rest of their article you should 

put Beck questionnaire into tools and show some 

results. If not this is not connected with whole article. 

The table 4 was missed (or mistake in numeration). 

Some technical  improvements in references are 

necessary.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Punctuation mistakes,  

And some minors comments I put into the text. 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

Interesting article, valuable but needs some 

improvements. Especially in study group description, 

procedures and discussion. 
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