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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 
 

1. Very long paragraphs and are sometimes difficult to understand. 

2. The importance of the work should be highlighted. Put the most relevant results and 

support them with references. 

3. Review the citations in the text and that it corresponds with the references. 

4. It is noted that it is a cut and paste of other works (wikipedia). 

5. Review the text very well since when changing the font format the symbol format has 

been lost, example: - interferon 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1.- Change “&” to “and” 

2.- There are 2 types of fonts in the text. 

3.- Reference 5 is from the autor Kamsali Hema and not from the author Peddoju Moulika.  

4.- In Discussion, put the % percent better than n(%). It's easier to read that way. example: 

“Oseltamivir was the most widely used antiviral, which was administered to 51.6% patients”  

5.- The table 1 Table 1 can be gender vs age. It would give us much more information. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
It is good research, but better results can be obtained if the results obtained are better expressed. 
Congratulations. 
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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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