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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. The paper says it was a prospective study and the clinical information has 

been obtained from patients but do not discuss protecting the confidentiality 
of the patients and their consenting process. It is more important 
considering the ethical values of the study. Please do submit the ethical 
approval copy for this study 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

1. The paper is well presented but in most of the sentences Hepatitis is written as 
hepatitis, please make sure the spelling of Hepatitis is always written with the first 
letter in caps mode. 

2. The findings showed that it is purely a descriptive paper rather any interpretive 
needing a statistical software. Any light on justifying the usage of SPSS software in 
this paper is not found. 

3. SGOT and AST, SGPT and ALT are the same, so it is advisable to use any one of 
them or separate them with a slash such as SGOT/AST 

4. Conclusion could have been a broader one and needs grammatical corrections of 
the sentences 

 

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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