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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 
 

Retrospective demographic study.Very common interpretation in this advance era. 
Author can separate discussion from results.In discussion they have not mentioned 
study done by other authors,they only mentioned reference no which is not 
conventional. 
Reference should be as per Vancouver style. 
Picture of article can be improved. 

1. Yes, you are right , know I do separate discussion from results. 
2. That is right thanks for your comment , I correct all the mastic.  
3. I do check for all the references and do it as per APA style. 
4. I improved the Picture like you told . 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Table no and pictorial depiction of bar statistics can be minimised. 
 

I do it already , After your advice.So, I remove paragraphs and table 
not important.  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Average quality article. 
 

 

 


