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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title 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) 
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Yes. As the author did the study among children 6 months to 5 years children, instead of 
female & male they can be mentioned as girls / boys. In conclusion part also the author 
mentioned that younger patients, here what the author mean by when they did the study in 
children,  
 
Yes. Methodology should be explained about the research approach, design sampling 
technique, inclusion & exclusion criteria. Again in Male and female can be changed as girls 
or boys in results, tables and discussion etc. 
In Discussion part when you give supportive study, the study’s author name, year the title 
and the number of samples and the result which is supporting should be mentioned, 
wherever the support study is added in the discussion part. 
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References are sufficient. But it will be good if the references are recent studies,.(within 10 
years)  Kindly if its possible remove the references which are before 2000 year.  
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 
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The study is extra ordinary and new findings, Novelty present. It’s very much needed study / 
The corrections whichever given, if it’s getting corrected, it can be easily published. 
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
Whether consent is taken from the children or their parents as the samples are not adults. 
It’s not mentioned in the study 
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