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EDITORIAL COMMENT'’S on revised paper (if any)

Authors’ response to editor’'s comments

1. ABSTRACT : Background, Methodology and Conclusions were too verbose, while the results was

too brief.
2. The results of the main text is recommended to write in 2 points.

3. Reduce similarity index

It’s my radiant sentiment to thanks the reviewer for his/her tireless efforts in making holistic
comments...!

1.ABSTRACT: All comments were accordingly complied and adjusted.

2. The result was divided in to 2 points as suggested by reviewer (first point was prevalence of the IPs
while the second point was the prevalence of IPIs among age, sex and class).

3.With the little knowledge, we have tried our possible and reduced the similarity index as suggested by an
expert reviewer.
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