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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 
 

The document contains some minor problems, whether typos 
or oversights in proofing, that need to be corrected. The 
researchers should consult the style guide again. Generally, 
hyphens are needed for numbers like “thirty-one”.  
A sentence starting with “however” should generally not have 
a “but” clause in it.  
More analysis of tables in the body of the text would make the 
manuscript more conclusive. The paragraph about table one 
restates information contained in the table and does not 
provide further explanation of what those numbers mean, so it 
seems redundant.  

Thank you Sir/Ma for the review comments. 
 
We have worked on the typographical errors. 
 
We have concisely analysed the table in the 
body of the text 
We have worked on the paragraph about table 
1. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Both the recommendations conclusion sections were too 
short.  

We have added more information into the two 
sections 

Optional/General comments 
 

Possible recommendations include some programs to educate 
people on causes of cleft lip and the lack of scientific support 
for claims of witchcraft or similar superstition.  
 

We have incorporated this into the manuscript.  
 
Thank you very much 

 
 
 
 
 


