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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

(Please write few sentences regarding this manuscript to justify your answer)
	The topic is very interesting and very much useful. But the manuscript requires major corrections. The reviewed file will be attached.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and interesting.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?


	Requires some corrections. The comments are provided in the reviewed manuscript. Once the methods and materials section and result section are corrected then the abstract need to be modified accordingly.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes, they are appropriate.
	

	Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

(Please write few sentences regarding this manuscript to justify your answer)


	The objectives of the study are interesting and scientific but major corrections need to be done. Like clarity of methods and materials and result section. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.


	Adequate but some of the references are bit old. It is preferable to cite and compare the recent ones within of 3-5 years.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Good.


	

	Optional/General comments


	If the authors have not been mentioned in the manuscript then it can be rewrite, if not then, reconsideration is needed for further editorial processing. The reason is that the methodology is not clear- how sample was selected, sample size calculation, IRC clearance, duration of data collection period, ensure of confidentiality and anonymity considerations, statistical tests- descriptive and inferential are not mentioned. Inclusion and exclusion criteria are not clear. In the abstract the objectives are clear but the methodology section lacks them.
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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)
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