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Congratulations on the originality and potential of your work, which has a lot to contribute to the scientific community.

Next, | will make some suggestions/requests so that this work is more likely to be published.

1) Title: The title is not appropriate for what was presented in the work. It would be interesting if the title covered the main
result found in the work or what attracted the most attention in the work.

2) Abstract: The objective set out in the abstract is different from that set out in the introduction. The results could be
better explored. The conclusion of the article is missing.

3) Methodology: Generally, the methodology comes before the results. The initial topics about the type of study and study
population were missing. Also, | missed the topic of statistical analysis. Tables 1, 2, and 3 are not included in the
methodology, but as results.

4) Results: Table 1 lacks the general descriptive characteristics of the sample.

In general, the article does not follow the order of an article, which should be: abstract, introduction, methodology, results,
conclusion, and bibliographic reference. To increase the chances of publication, | forward the following articles that can

help with this process:

o Kotz D, Cals JW. Effective writing and publishing scientific papers--part I: how to get started. J Clin Epidemiol. 2013
Apr;66(4):397. doi: 10.1016/j.jclinepi.2013.01.002.

o Cals JW, Kotz D. Effective writing and publishing scientific papers, part II: title and abstract. J Clin Epidemiol. 2013
Jun;66(6):585. doi: 10.1016/j.jclinepi.2013.01.005.

o Cals JW, Kotz D. Effective writing and publishing scientific papers, part Ill: introduction. J Clin Epidemiol. 2013
Jul;66(7):702. doi: 10.1016/j.jclinepi.2013.01.004.

o Kotz D, Cals JW. Effective writing and publishing scientific papers, part IV: methods. J Clin Epidemiol. 2013
Aug;66(8):817. doi: 10.1016/j.jclinepi.2013.01.003.

o Kotz D, Cals JW. Effective writing and publishing scientific papers, part V: results. J Clin Epidemiol. 2013
Sep;66(9):945. doi: 10.1016/j.jclinepi.2013.04.003.

o Cals JW, Kotz D. Effective writing and publishing scientific papers, part VI: discussion. J Clin Epidemiol. 2013
Oct;66(10):1064. doi: 10.1016/j.jclinepi.2013.04.017.

« Kotz D, Cals JW. Effective writing and publishing scientific papers, part VII: tables and figures. J Clin Epidemiol. 2013
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Nov;66(11):1197. doi: 10.1016/j.jclinepi.2013.04.016.

o Cals JW, Kotz D. Effective writing and publishing scientific papers, part VIII: references. J Clin Epidemiol. 2013
Nov;66(11):1198. doi: 10.1016/j.jclinepi.2013.06.015.

o Cals JW, Kotz D. Effective writing and publishing scientific papers, part IX: authorship. J Clin Epidemiol. 2013
Dec;66(12):1319. doi: 10.1016/j.jclinepi.2013.08.006.
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