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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 
 

 
Simple and significant work. 
 
References seem required in some places eg: Hypertension and diabetes are among 
the leading cause of the burden of non-communicable diseases in developing countries. 
 
Line no: 84,94 & 95 need to  be completed. 
 
References from previous case studies related to the work may be included. 
Attempt made by the researcher demands appreciation as it is relevant.  
 

 
Thanks 
 
Inserted 
 
 
Thanks and completed 
 
 
Thanks 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Referenes should be organised in a uniform pattern . 
Arrange it in alphabeticalchronological order. 

 
 
Noted 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Good attempt. Eligible for publication after the changes sighted. 

 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
 
Kindly see the following link:  
 
http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
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