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Please write a few sentences regarding the This study is not scientific as such due to the lack of scientific tools, the small number of items included
importance of this manuscript for the scientific in the questionnaire, and the lack of checking of the validity of the items included in the questionnaire.
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be | Various tests like Cronbach’s alpha, Factor analysis, chi-square, etc., could be applied to make it more
required for this part. scientific.

Is the title of the article suitable? Should “in rural Bihar (India)” rather than India

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do Dimensions and methods used to analyse the data or various dimensions are missing, Reframe your
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some abstract to make it more effective and comprehensive

points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please Whatever is covered in the study is correct but not scientific as mentioned above.
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Are the references sufficient and recent? If you Relook the reference
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