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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

Abstract: Line 17- change to “prolonged” and also at other relevant places
Keyword cannot be logistic regression

References: are not as per journal guidelines

Ethical approval not mentioned.

Accepted! It has been rectified as indicated in the manuscript.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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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)

Agreed. The ethical consideration has been mentioned in the manuscript.

Ethical approval needs to be mentioned
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