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(The study very good and clear explains the relationship between levels of stress,
type of stressors and the association with socio-demographic characteristics and
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paper).
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Accepted, no revision needed
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the
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The title will be more clear if the type of study is also included in it.
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2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 4
results.

Yes, the abstract is clear and aptly written.
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4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4

The study methods are explained clearly

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 3

To explain the results more clearly the author can use figures(e..g: bar diagrams or
pie diagrams).

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and

supported by the content. 3

The authors have mentioned that ““Female students presented higher levels of stress
than males in this study, similar with most of the studies”. The authors needs to
compare with figures the status of K10 findings of other authors regarding the same.
The authors may be allowed to include a comparative table for this.

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4

The references are adequate.

Overall Recommendation (mark an X with your recommendation) :

Accepted, no revision needed

Accepted, minor revision needed X

Return for major revision and resubmission

Reject

Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s):

1. The type of study to be mentioned in the title of the article so that it becomes
more appropriate.

2. The authors can use some figures for statistical explanation as the figures help
one to understand the statistical variations more easily and also it makes the
study more attractive to read.

3. The authors need to compare with figures the status of K10 findings of other
authors regarding their finding that the female students have higher stress
levels as compared to their male counterparts as according to them this
particular finding is supported by other studies. The authors may be allowed to
include a comparative table for this.
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