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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 
 

1. Some sentences must be combined to make reading easier. Eg: ESR levels among the groups were not 
significant (p=0.9812). WBC levels among the groups were not significant (p=0.1289). RBC levels among the 
classes were statistically non-significant (p=0.1038). Hb level among the classes was statistically non-significant 
(p=0.3408). MCV level among the classes was not significant (p=0.6768). MCH level among the classes was not 
significant (p=0.7109). MCHC level among the classes was statistically non-significant (p=0.9776). PLT level among 
the classes was not significant (p=0.9776). MPV level among the classes was not significant (p=0.1759). 
Lymphocyte level among the classes was not significantly different (p=0.5882). Neutrophil level among the classes 
was not significantly different (p=0.2244). 

2. Keywords should not be found in the title. 
3. References must be merged properly. Eg: [3,4,5] should be [3-5]. 
4. Some sentences are not too clear. Eg: Findings, the exposure to cement … 
5. Some sentences must be referenced. Eg: Another study reported that … 
6. What is the research gap and why the need for this study? 
7. Authors should check for grammar in the entire document. Eg: It was stood vertically … 
8. Certain phrases should be avoided. Eg: It is on record that. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Words in the middle of sentences should not be capitalized. Eg:The four key ingredients required in cement 

production are Calcium, Silicon, Aluminum, and iron. 
2. Authors should look at formatting since some words are not soaced. Eg: descriptionfor 
3. ethylene diamine tetra-acetic acid is one word and not hyphenated. 
4. A map of the sampling area would be idea 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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