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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 
 

 
It is hard to rate the results because the group is heterozygous. First of all, authors 
divided children into subgroups according to dwelling.  In MM section “where 60 
children from the age group of 3-4 years, 20 children from 4-5 years, 20 children from 
5-6 years were randomly selected from urban and semi-urban pre-schools...” How 
many children in particular group of age were in urban and semi-urban groups? It 
could be a disproportion, therefore using chi square test it should be checked. Such 
disproportion can affect result , e.g. differences in chest and head circumferences 
were significant, however, younger or older children in one of the groups may be 
responsible for this results. There, I suggest to clear this issue and appropriately 
divide patients into groups, prior to check the fit between those. 
Analyzing changes after 3-months, each change should be evaluated, whether it  is 
statistically significant, therefore p values are required.   
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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