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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

Material and Methods part can be elaborated with major focus on methodology and
statistical analysis.

Why was the questionnaire used for the basic demographic data acquisition? Since,
a proforma can easily fulfil all the requirements.

Changes have been effected in these sections to improve the methodology of
the study.

The collection for demographic information has been incorporated as part of
the procedure for urine sample collection. The earlier decision was taken
because a form was actually designed to do that but integrating with urine
sample collection procedure fits better.

Minor REVISION comments

Title of the study can be re-considered as the study is just a prevalent study while the title
highlights a broad aspect.

| agree and the change has been effected, meanwhile, the topic was kept in
that broad state because other methods like the urine chemistry and urine
microscopy was used whether they could make a strong prediction but in all is
ultimately a prevalent study and should be presented as such.

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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