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Result sub-section is not available; the author should add this section to the abstract

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this

article. 4
English is mostly understandable
4. The study methods are explained clearly. 3

The method sub-section is available in the abstract, but it’s not available in the text. We can’t accept
that in the original research article, but we can accept it in the review article.




5. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the 5
content.

The summary is accurate and supported by the content

6. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4

Page 9, Please cite this sentence ““...WHO published a worldwide recommendation in 2001...”

Page 7, Please add the date for “Mihrshabhi et al. concluded that the key mechanisms that explain
these findings...”

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :

Accepted, no revision needed

Accepted, minor revisions needed *

Return for major revision and resubmission

Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

1. Result sub-section is not available; the author should add this section to the abstract

2. The method sub-section is available in the abstract, but it’s not available in the text. We can’t
accept that in the original research article, but we can accept it in the review article.

3. Abstract, Conclusion, please define BMI

. Please add numbering for headings and sub-heading titles

5. Page 7, Please add the date for “Mihrshahi et al. concluded that the key mechanisms that
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