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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 
 

The title states the age group is 30-39 but in the text it says 30-45 
The English should be checked by a native speaker because many sentences need 
editing 
Many nouns have unneccessary capital letters 
Each abbrreviation should have the full name at first mention, with the abbreviation 
in brrackets not the full name in brackets 
Define low and high strata 
Full name of LSES and HSES at first mention 
Explain the Kuppuswamy Index in short for inexperienced readers 
With the methods describe how informed consent was obtained and include the 
ethical approval  
“et al” should always be in italics 
Define GDM and SSB 
All graphs can be removed. They add no information to the tabled content 
Many references are missing in the list 

 

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) 
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