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	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.


	Yes, postpartum depression is still a grave area without adequate address of the issue both by the women as well as by the healthcare providers. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Can be modified for better visibility
	

	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.


	No change needed
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The whole manuscript should follow the IMRAD (Introduction, Methods and materials, result and discussion  only)
2. The literature review as a separate heading should be removed.

3. Methodology section should follow the headings like Study setting and design, Study participants and sampling, Data collection tool and technique, Statistical methods and Ethical consideration.
4. More clarity on sampling needed
5. Please add the scoring and interpretations to the Data collection tools 

6. Separate the heading as ‘result’ and ‘discussion’

7. Merge the similar tables as the number of tables should be less ideally up to 4

8. Concise the result section as too much information will reduce the reader’s interest and may misplace the importance information.

9. Discussion section should not have subsection, it should continuous with enriched scientific evidence.

10. Add conclusion, strength and limitations of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	As I observe, the manuscript includes studied from 2012. Please add recent studies in last 3-5 years as many recent studies have published on the topic. 
	

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


	The language edition of the paper is strongly needed.
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