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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

Type of article not mentioned

Abstract- may be structured under the subheadings of introduction, aim and objectives,
methods, results and conclusion

Key words — may be revised, author may refer to the MeSH terminology for keywords
Introduction- Introduction may be specific and reflect the rationale of the study. More evidences
from recent studies may be added. Grammatical errors and spelling check required; author may
kindly see.

Aim and objectives of the study are missing

Methodology-Author may kindly elaborate this part and mention the type of study, duration and
place of study, how study subjects were enrolled i.e. sampling technique and sample size
formula clearly in detail. Inclusion and exclusion criteria may be given under a subheading.
Author may kindly mention about the informed consent and ethical permission.

Grammatical errors need corrections.

Results and discussion— only descriptive results which are elaborated to a great extent with
repetitions. No statistical associations observed. Why to go for different regions in detail if one is
not comparing them. Many grammatical errors and sentences need reframing. References from
other studies missing. Table 2 and 3 have blank columns, then why to include them, author can
simply describe them in text, table 5 and figure 2 are repetitions. Author may kindly do the
calculations again as number and percentages in tables doesn’'t match ‘n’ (some are highlighted)
Author may kindly mention the limitations of the study

References- both in-text and in the end may be cited according to the Vancouver style of
referencing or journal guidelines, author may kindly refer. Also more evidences from recent
studies may be added.

Conclusion- may be made more specific and should answer the aim and objectives of the study

Minor REVISION comments

Many grammatical errors and spelling mistakes that need corrections

Optional/General comments

Author may kindly think of statistical tests to show the relevant results of his/her study.
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