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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 first two paragraphs of conclusions seems like discussions, manage it.
The third paragraph is the limitations and should be written in conclusions.

Only third paragraph matches the topic.

Minor REVISION comments
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Rephrase the second last sentence of results in the abstract section.

Line 25-27, italicize the biological names.

Line 40, remove 'have' from the sentence.

Line 52, patients is repeated, remove one and remove full stop in between
patients.

Line 53, use comma after parenthesis,

Line 76, use were for are.

Line 87, the sentence is incomplete.

Never start a sentence with numbers. Manage in line 92 and throughout the
manuscript.

Line 103-104, single sentence cannot be a paragraph. Manage it.

. Line 106-108, use past tense.
11.
12.

Lines 115-117 and 122-124, rephrase and use past tense.
Line 139, The sentence seems incomplete after 'conducted at.

Optional/General comments

Line 103, remove 99 used before parenthesis.
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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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