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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 
 

Conclusion in abstract section should be changed because it is not based on results 
from abstract section. 
 
English language should be corrected thorough the whole manuscript. 
 
In Table 1. There are no data mentioned in sentence that describes the content of the 
Table 1. 
Conclusion of the manuscript should be based on results of the manuscript. 
Which Ethical Committee approved this study, please provide ethical code? 
 
What proportion of students in Ankara was included in this study (what is total 
number of students)? 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Limitations of the study should be mentioned. 
When and on which faculties did the researchers conduct this study? 
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