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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) References are too old, replace with more recent work 
2) The paper lacks scientific writing, no coherency in English language, see 

highlighted sections in the text 
3) The action of the statement in line 42 in text referes to self but the reference 

refers to Karin et al., 2002 (reference no.3 
 

Changes were made and highlighted. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Written consent obtained from patient caretakers not the parents of the child? 
 

Consent was obtained from  parents of the child. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
Ethical approval should come from the patients parent or guadian 

 
 
There were no ethical issues. 
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