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 It is necessary to mention the randomization method and the blinding method in the implementation method. Was written

informed consent obtained from the children's parents? And how to determine the sample size should be specified.          

                                            In the discussion section, the main results of the study should be written first. In the next step,

each of the results should be compared in terms of compatibility with previous studies.     If there is a discrepancy, the

reason for the difference in the results should be mentioned.
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