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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 
 

This is a well written report on a subject of local interest and some worldwide 
interest as well. The results are not new and not unexpected. 
The paper needs some language revision. 
I wonder why the authors use 0,01 instead of the conventional 0,05 level for the p 
value in their analysis. Should be commented. 
Furthermore, religion and cast are not a natural parameter compared to the 
economic situation of the included children. For the readers some explanation is 
necessary. 
The structured questionnaire is missing and could be included in the publication.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)  
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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