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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

Line 121 medium and young aged is mentioned yet no data to support it

Linel21 is supported with data

Minor REVISION comments

Line 5...Household

Line 6.... Use Had, line 7 ... use of hence, line 8... adding to between comparing and
other, use of etcin line 13.

Line 21 use of increasing instead of increase and use of the in line 24 may be
unnecessary. Use of et. al. .... et al.,

Line 35, the sentence seems incomplete

Line 44... there are

Line 45 because and reason is one thing author may choose one

Line 49 .. How were the blocks chosen

Line 56 ... using well structured may need revision

Line 75 use of perusal may be replaced by analysis and Table 2 instead of Table 1
Line 84 starting of sentence with .... And.... may be revised

Completed all mentioned corrections

Optional/General comments

Editor may advise on italicization of abstract

If editor mentions to remove italicization of abstract | will do the same

Created by: EA Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)




