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	1. Abstract

It is quite long and partly repetitive of the introduction.

Shorten to 200–250 words. Include brief numerical results or trends rather than descriptive phrases alone.
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2. Introduction

Comprehensive and well-referenced with some repetition (the gag reflex definition appears twice).

Merge the two definitions into one concise paragraph early in the introduction.

3. Materials and Methods
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4. Results

Clearly summarized group distributions.
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A few paragraphs are repetitive of the Introduction. It Could be more concise and analytical rather than descriptive. Consider tightening long sentences for clarity.
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