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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 
 

The authors prepared this on an interesting issue, which is an important public health problem. However, there 
are comments and questions: 
 
 In abstract, “Study Design, Place and Duration of Study” should be included in methodology. 
 As abstract is considered as a figure of whole manuscript that includes all the important points, better to add 

total sample size and data analysis in it. 
 In introduction, “study area and study center” should be taken to methodology section. 
 It shows that the “cross sectional study, conducted between September and October 2014”, why is it not 

published in the past 8 years (2014-2022) and what thing initiated you to start a publication process in this 
year (2022)? 

 In methodology section, sentences under “Data Presentation and Analysis of Result and analysis” are 
similar. Please, look and correct it. 

 In discussion, you compared your research result with studies that were conducted in years later than yours 
(studies done after 2014). How about this? Is it possible?  

 Your discussion lacks clarification when comparing with other studies. Therefore, better to add scientific and 
or clinical explanation for each. 

  

 

Minor REVISION comments Better to revise grammar 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Stated in above  
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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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