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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Some specific comments are as follows: 

 
1. First line of introduction is not grammatically correct, it should be revised. 

2. In the 2nd paragraph of introduction, the 1st line should be simplified into two sentences to make it clearer. 

3. After the 1st use, ‘Sudden unexpected natural deaths’ should be used in abbreviated form (as SUND) in 
all cases. 

4. The findings are presented only in Tables; however, use of other forms of data presentations ( eg., pie 
chart, bar chart etc.) may be included so that the readers can compare easily. 

5. Statistical analysis is not strong enough, it could be done in a better way using softwares.  

6. Some more recent (from 2016 and onwards) references should be included. On the other hand, the use 
of very old (earlier than 1990s) should be minimized. 

7. Referencing should be uniform, in some cases, journal volume, issue etc., are missing. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The study is well designed, the paper is well written, and the obtained results are practically important. 
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feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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