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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
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Compulsory REVISION comments

Lot of errors in grammar and framing of sentences which needs to be corrected
failing which the article is not fit for publication

Ethical issues: The article doesn’t mention about the clearance from the institutional
ethics committee, which is mandatory for any publication

Minor REVISION comments

Identity of the place where the study is done is done two places which is not desirable.
The youngest patient was 14 years old. No other details regarding the age distribution
pattern, oldest patient included are available

There is no mention about ethical clearance for the study.

Review of literature is not proper

Optional/General comments

May be accepted after major revisions
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