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Compulsory REVISION comments
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The manuscript is quite interesting and has some sense of novelty. The authors
should react to the following comments and suggestions:

Check for typographical and grammatical errors in the abstract and the body of the
work.

Key words not properly written. Use key words and not statements/Highlights.
Abstract should conform to the standard format (Introduction, Body and
Conclusion/Recommendation).

Table 1 should come within the work but not in the intro. Section.
Citations/References should be written following Journal’'s guidelines.

Avoid unnecessary capitalizations and unnecessary statements should be
expunged from the work.

Immunological techniques should come first before Nucleic acid-based test.
Introduce all abbreviations in your work before using the acronyms.

State future prospects of the study and limitations of the tests.

Please strictly adhere to the Journal style for presenting Review papers.
References should be arranged based on Journal guidelines.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
Kindly see the following link:
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