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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 
 

 
Reviewer’s comments  
1. The abstract needs to be improved. The aim of the study as well the 

results obtained should be clearly mentioned. 
2. There are so many spelling errors in the abstract e.g diference, 

paterrn, ideigenes, rigde. Correct them carefully. Write Fingerprint 
instead of Finger print. 

3. Introduction has to be modified with latest studies reported in the 
literature with respect to your study. 

4. What do you mean by “descriptive cross-sectional study”? Be more 
specific. 

5. Population study should include the ratio of male, female, young, old 
and children in the selected region. The author should provide all 
these details. 

6. The image in the population study section needs to be corrected. 
7. What do you mean by “simple random sampling technique” and 

“study involved primary data”? Explain briefly. 
8. Please provide the ethical approval number. 
9. Results and discussion needs to be detailed. The author has to 

provide the outcomes of the study. Do not only direct to tables for 
results. 

10. Conclusion needs to be improved with more precise summary of the 
study. 

11. Overall English of the manuscript needs to be improved. 
12. Grammatical, typographical errors and formatting of the manuscript 

needs to thoroughly checked and corrected 
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