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 REFEREE: Reviewer | Revision (0)

Dear AE, 
My Total Score is: (min: 0, max: 20): 20 
1. The title of this manuscript is proper and reflects the content appropriately and there is no
abbreviation in the title, and it is an original article. 
2. The abstract is structured and there are 276 words in the abstract and Keywords are
selected in a proper way. 
3. In the introduction section, the objectives are stated clearly, and Known, unknown, and
purpose are declared. 
4. In the Material and method Section Selection of participants, Study design and sample
describe sufficiently. The P-value for analyses is reported. 
5. In the Result Section interpretation of results and table describe in a proper way. 
The discussion and conclusion sections have described the results and their relevance
accurately. 
6. In general Review: there are proper style and English grammar for writing. 
My final conclusion is an acceptable manuscript. 
Thanks.

 REFEREE: Associate Editor | Revision (0)
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Dear EIC 
The reviewer(s) have recommended publication. 
Kind regards, 
Associate Editor 

 REFEREE: EIC | Revision (0)

Dear Author, 
The document is reviewed carefully by the reviewers. According to their comments and your
revisions as requested, this manuscript is accepted. 
Thanks. 
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