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the manuscript and highlight that part in the
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his/her feedback here)

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.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

1. YES the manuscriptis much needed for the scientific community because the way
author written this article is simply amazing and the way author discussed also
towards the point.

2. YES I'm accepting the title is completely relevant towards the study

3. Theway here author made this abstract is highly impressive and neatly written in
simple language where everyone can easily understood.

4. Yes they're accurate from my point of view

5. Yes I'm pretty much sure that the written manuscript is scientifically correct

6. Yes the amount of reference quoted in this manuscript is matching with the current
trends in research

Here the Overall study period is actually 24months but the reported cases are less than 150
& really a kind of shock.

Minor REVISION comments

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

YES the language is highly appreciable and author did his/her part best.

Optional/General comments

Author did his/her part nice and their calculations too significant and once it gets published, I'm
damn sure this paper will receive much citation from researchers.
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