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the manuscript and highlight that part in the
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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle 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. The study’s main aim is to compare hepatitis infection in pre-covid and during covid era,
however, the study methodology and results were not accurate enough to meet the aim.

2.yes
3. No. the results section is not representing the main results of the article.

4. No, the abstract is not limited to 250-300 words, the introduction is not sub sectioned to
background, problem statement, gaps in previous knowledge, proposed solution, literatures
reviews, and aim. The methods are not sub-sectioned, no statistical analysis is mentioned.
The results are missing information related to biochemical tests mentioned in table 2 of
methods. Results of a, b, e, f, g, h, |, j are not mentioned in the methods. Discussion of such
results also are missing.

5. No, the study design needs improvement. The methods should be clear and reproducible,
statistical analysis should be used. The methods should precisely describe the patients age,
gender, socioeconomical status, foods and cultural habits.

6. Some of the references are missing.

Minor REVISION comments

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

1. The English language is poor.

Optional/General comments

non
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