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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

a) The title of the manuscript is not adequate
because the results showed no significant
difference between the groups. | suggest putting in
guestion form — “Hand Dominance Influences on
WAIS-R Block Design performance?”

b) There is an error in determining the p value
(page 3, line 61).. The p value mustbe <0.05.

c) “... In our study, our left handed group did not

82 show any significantly better performance which
was opposite with the other studies”. Besides the
sample size, what are the other hypotheses that
could justify the fact that the results of the stud y
are different from previous studies?

a) Title was changed.

b) Error was corrected. Please see page
4 in ‘DATA ANALYSYS' section.

c) Mentioned. Please see page 5 at last
part of ‘Discussion’.

Minor REVISION comments

a) The dispersion measures (mean and  SD) should
be described in Table 1 and Figure 1, as well as th

p value of the comparisons made between the
groups.

b) On page 4, line 82 the authors mention that the
results found were different from other studies (in
the plural), but they mention only a reference

e

a) Mentioned.

b) Corrected. Mentioned. Please see page 5 at
last part of ‘Discussion’.

Optional /General comments
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