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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 
 

 
-The article is a ‘review article’. Is it a systematic review?  
-The subheadings should follow the journal’s guidelines. 
-There is no section for ‘Methods’. The search engines are not mentioned. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
- I thank the reviewer for the question. This is a review article. 
- I have now edited the headings according to the journal’s guideline. 
- I have now added the methods section in the manuscript file where 

the details of search engines are mentioned. 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
In the Vancouver style of writing the references, it is not recommended to write the year 
between brackets inside the text. 
 
 
 

 
- I have now uniformly arranged the references according to the 

Vancouver style. I have also removed the year mentioned inside the 
text. 
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- All the changes have been highlighted in the manuscript. 

 

 
PART  2:  
 

 
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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


