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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 
 

Study could be written in better English language. There are many grammatical errors and confusingly written 
sentences from which clear message is not easily understood. Thorough checkup and improvement is advised, 
preferably from a professional. 

The Abstract is large and confusing. Some information is repeated and does not convey the message clearly to the 
reader. I suggest rewriting. 
 
Authors did not elaborate hypotheses and at the end of the introduction it is necessary to justify the importance of this 
study using information based on the literature. 
 
In the methods, the authors repeat the same information more than once. 
I suggest simplifying and making it clear how the data collection and analysis procedures were carried out. 
 
I suggest carefully reviewing the results tables and descriptions of the results found so that it is possible to improve. 
 
The discussion needs to better contextualize the findings of the literature and relate to the findings of the present 
study. It is not ideal to just describe the findings in the literature. 
 
Conclusion says nothing about COVID-19. 
 
What is the strength of this study? 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The language, spelling and formatting must be checked. 
 
Observe in detail if all the abbreviations were explained when they first appeared in the text. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

There is a STROBE Statement checklist that serves as a Checklist for making a case control study. I suggest 
checking to improve the quality of the report, with respect to integrity and transparency, and reduce bias. 
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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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