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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is quite good and will add to knowledge in the scientific community particularly in Saudi Arabia and the middle where there are few similar such studies 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is very good and apt with the few typos I corrected in the original manuscript
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is good enough but the introduction sub-heading in the abstract should be replaced with background, the methodology in the abstract is not also very clear, it is not clearly stated whether the study is prospective or retrospective. The type Cost analysis done was also not stated 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology session in the manuscript needs to be re-written, things like research questions, justifications etc need not to be mentioned. The methodology session looks more of a dissertation or research project rather than a journal article. The authors need to read the authors’ instruction session of the journal to comply with the standard requirement of the journal. The authors do not need to itemised the aims and objectives of the work. They should have summarised the objectives in a few sentences at the towards the end of the introduction session. The discussion is a bit lengthy with lots of repetitions, they need to expunge some parts of the discussion.  There are some parts of the discussion and the conclusion which they need to rephrase to make it very clear to the reader. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are quite sufficient. However, the referencing system needs to be reviewed as well, they should strictly adhere to the Vancouver referencing system, with the numbers coming as superscript at the end of a sentence after a full stop.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The quality of the English is fair enough but there is room for improvement.
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	The manuscript will be accepted with above corrections 
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