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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 
 

 
Please check the duration of study. It is reported as 6 months however time period is 
mentioned from Jan2021 to Mar 2021. 
Data in Table 1 (Occupational status) and Table 2 (fibroids may lead to puerperal sepsis) is 
to be revised for correctness of numbers. 
Check the content of Table 6 to see if the score is correct. There are 5 questions and score 
is mentioned as 6. 
Response to one question is missing in Table 8 as compared to table 9. Details to be 
added in Table 8 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Please provide details on how the questionnaire used in this study was formulated and 
tested 
 
It will be better to present the clinical symptoms as bar chart or Venn diagram instead of 
pie-chart as more than one symptom may be present in an individual. Alternatively, if you 
intended to imply that the pie chart distributions is the major symptom presented in an 
individual, please state so explicitly. 
 
Request to check for the comparisons mentioned in the discussion section as the variables 
in current and cited study are different. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Although the overall study details presented are clear, the language and grammatical 
aspects of the manuscript can be improved upon. For example, utilize alternatives to 
emotive words such as ‘astounding’. 
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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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