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PART  1: Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 

part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The topic is old and the manuscript has been made more complicated by introducing so many 
criteria and statistical tests. Honestly, I lost my interest halfway through. The material and 
methods are too long and complex and the outcome / results inferred are already known. It 
gives a feeling of approaching an easy topic through a complicated route. The data collection 
was done ages ago 2007? More than a decade. And the comparison has been done with recent 
studies.  
 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Title should be rephrased, revisited to make it appealing and interesting.  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

Abstract is ok.  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

It is ok.  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
 

References are acceptable   

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

 

It is ok.  

Optional/General comments 
 

One reader being a reviewer found it having too much information and dense analysis, how do 
you expect a regular reader to go through it. All anyone will care about is positive association 
reported. That’s entirely my point of view. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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