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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
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1. It seems important but author needs to elaborate on the need for this study and how
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context of how the prevalence is higher when other studies in same region has
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Abstract needs some rework based on the comments provided in the manuscript
Overall, yes, but needs rework based on the comments provided in the manuscript
Yes, it seems correct

Yes, but needs more context in the discussion
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

1. Overall, it is of good quality but few sentences are long and needs to be broken for easy
reading
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