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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 
 

 
This article needs to be reviewed by a native English speaker as there are 
grammatical errors throughout. 
 
The methods section needs to be flushed out to provide a clear understanding of 
how the materials were collected, what screening criteria were used, and what, if 
any, validation was applied to ensure their veracity.  
 
There is a wonderful richness of information in this paper that I think is beautifully 
constructed. However, the conclusion needs a lot of work to bring all of that work 
into a cohesive synthesis. Right now, it reads very jumbled and lacks a structure 
that is memorable and clearly derived from the comprehensive review.  
 

 
Thanks. This is done.  
 
 
Thanks. This is Corrected in page no. 5. 
 
 
 
Thanks. This is revised in page no.18. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The goal of the paper should be listed in the Introduction section, not the methods.  
 
I suggest outlining the categories and structure in the methods section so that the reader 
knows what to expect in the results/discussion. 
 
The Economic Impact and Industrial sector sections are missing some connection to health 
and health outcomes. Clearly, they are related. But the article would benefit from some 
discussion of *how* they are related and *why* the COVID related changes are likely to 
impact mental and physical health.  
 
I don’t think Figure 1 adds to the understanding of the economic impact, unless it were to 
show the likely changes due to COVID.  
I believe Figure 2 would be more impactful with adjusted rates or percentages.  
 

 
Thanks. This is Corrected in page no. 4. 
 
Thanks. This is Corrected in page no. 5. 
 
 
 
Thanks. This is Corrected  
 
 
Thanks. I am agree with you but we used this figure to show the normal 
situation and based on this common phenomena we are trying to linkage the 
impact of COVID-19. 
Thanks. For better understanding percentages is not used in this section. 
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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) 
 
 

 
There is no conflict of interest. 
 
 

 


