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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) 

Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

 
ii. Line-17-19 
Please express scientifically based on the evidence obtained from the study OR highlight the evidence and make 
a conclusion based on this. 
 
iii. Line-23-32 
Whole Introduction is only repetition of Abstract. Please rewrite this part scientifically explaining the background, 
need and significance, Is there any previous study? Or how your study differs from the previous one, Clear 
objective and methodology obtained etc. 
 
iv. Line-34-44 
Objective may be explained as Primary objective and Secondary objective rather to write’ General’ and ‘Specific’ 
 
v. Line-52 
Title may be “Study setting” in place of “Research area” 
 
vi.Line-62 
Explain the details of statistical method obtained in the study 
 
vii.Line-66 
Meaning is not clear 
 
viii.Line-68-82 
There is no Discussion on the obtained Result or Observation of the study. The result does not bring the 
scientific explanation or clearance that study wanted to express. Author may put some table or Graph for better 
understanding. 
 
ix.Line-83-97 
Please conclude the aims and each objective of the study with limitation and Recommendations and its better to 
avoid quantitative Data in this part which can be explained in Discussion part. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Kindly Check for grammatical errors are frequently observed throughout the manuscript. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

I appreciate the concept or approach taken by the author/authors on this relevant area to bring out the scientific base of 
Ayurveda treatment/management but unfortunately the structure of the manuscript is not well expressed scientifically 
which need to be incorporated. I must thankful to the author/authors for giving me opportunity to read the creation. 
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
Ethical Clarence details not provided, as the present Study deals with human hence IEC 
details should be provided. 
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