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Please: 
declare if there is any conflict of interest in the article. 
Write the reference number of ethic committee.  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
In the abstract, it is better to write words in complete form not abbreviation.  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Dear Managing Editor, 
I went through the article and found some points as below: 
1. The title and abstract was good. 
2. In the abstract, ART better to write completely. 
3. Introduction, background and importance of the study well described.  
4. In the methodology section, methods were well described, but it is better to mention 
precision of the study. 
5. In the discussion, it is better to analyze and describe result more critically to wider 
understanding of the problem. 
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