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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.
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Yes from an epidemiological point view it is important

Yes suitable

The Introduction is too long , this is not a review article, please summarize in just 2-3
informative topic —related pages

The clear aim should be clarified in the abstract and the end of introduction The
introduction is important Is very short (with many other sections included) and
needs to be clarified more and more with recent references. So the introduction
needs reshuffling .

It needs more new references to be add

All the sections is well organized and well documented but need reshuffling
summarization

No: the abstract of the article is not comprehensive needs more detail regarding
novelty and aim and the importance of the topic.

All the Tables should be summarized in an appropriate manner .

Even the written manner and style of the results should be summarized and well
written.

The results need a good statistical analysis

Discussion section :

This is appropriate. This section Needs to be enriched with new recent works and
sufficient interpretation with mentioning researchers not just the number of the
references related to this topic.

No: the manuscript is not scientifically correct. Due to the review style is clear in the
manuscript . so this is not a review it is an epidemiological study summarization is
needed

Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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