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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
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Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Yes  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
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the study's start, a request for ethical permission was made to the State Ministry of Health's Joint 
Ethical Committee’ 
Manuscript need some revision especially on the laboratory methods(inconsistent 
presentation/marketing) and statistical methods(sample size calculation for a case control 
studies/use of mean±SD or Media(IQR). Ethical clearance not categorical obtained or expecting. 
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