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PART 1: Review Comments

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

References are missing in the most part of the paper.

The abstract is very confusing. | suggest reviewing and to reformulate some
paragraphs.

In the literature review, there are many parts which were copied from the abstract
of the original paper. Please review. Besides, | suggest reformulating some
paragraphs, so the same diseases can be described in sequence.

The method does not mention whether the study was approved by the ethics
committee.

The results are poorly described in the text. | suggest describing them instead of
using so many figures.

The discussion is very poor. | suggest using the literature review to confront with
your results.

The conclusion could be more explored. You may put a little more of your findings.

Minor REVISION comments

It is important to put the correct numbers on the references, so we can see the
correct refence cited in the text.

Optional/General comments

Review text formatting. Different fonts and font sizes. Many spaces in some parts
of the article.

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.

Kindly see the following link:

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

The authors should explain in the methodology if there is the approval of
ethics committee
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