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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 
 

 
ABSTRACT 
 

- Text under “study design” & “place & duration of study” should be summarized 
and treated as a single section, preferably “study design”. 
 
 

INTRODUCTION 
 

- Line 94-100: in one sentence, the aim should be clearly stated, conveying key 
themes such as in the title. 
 

RESULTS 
 

- To restructure the text and tables; current presentation with numerous scanty sub 
sections and tables renders work boring to readers. Two to three subsections and 
tables are sufficient. Data contained in individual tables should be categorized and 
fitted into fewer number of tables (2-3). 

 

The study design has been summarized to include place and duration of study 
as instructed. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The AIM has been is clearly stated 
 
 
 
I strongly suggest that the tables should be maintained as 
structured to avoid too much clustering of information in one 
table. The tables were arranged specifically to treat specific 
parameters and outcomes. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
- The language needs to be revised, with special focus on “sentence structure’ & 

punctuations. 
 

- Authors should check cases of ‘joint words’ throughout paper, with much attention 
to lines 131-136. 

Noted and corrections made. 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 
 
 

 Those recruited in the study voluntarily gave consent upon approval from the 
University ethical committee. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


