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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 
 

 
 Avoid Acronyms in the title(SARS-CoV-2)- Write in a along form 
 The abstract need to be improved as suggested in the document. Include sample size, key significant variables 

need to be specified, implication and recommendations are missing. 
 On the background- the problem is not grounded from global perspective (worldwide), then narrowed to 

Bangladesh.  
 There are many abbreviations/ acronyms which need to be written in their long form, if used for the first time. 
 What is known and not known?  That you intend to do?? It is not coming up clearly. 
 The Literature Review – lack theoretical background- No any theory used. 
 The sample size-number of observations are not included  
 The finding and discussion section need to be improved  
 The implication of the finding is too general 
 The recommendation section need to be included. 
 The limitations are not significant, unless justified in connection with their impact to the finding of this study. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 Line spacing should be observed  
 Avoid too much use of abbreviations/acronyms in the document  for the reader to understand the concept 

easily. 
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 The paper is good but limited to time considered. 
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