Review Form 1.7

Journal Name: Asian Journal of Pediatric Research

Manuscript Number: Ms_AJPR_95052

Title of the Manuscript:

Association between iron deficiency and other trace elements in febrile seizure of childhood

Type of the Article Original Research Article

General guideline for Peer Review process:

This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

(https://www.journalajpr.com/index.php/AJPR/editorial-policy )

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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

1. It is a topic of paramount importance, especially when dealing with the pediatric public.

2. | suggest that the title be rewritten, as the title displayed: "Association between iron
deficiency and other trace elements in childhood febrile seizure" It does not match the
results found. Therefore, | suggest, as a title: Analysis of the association between iron
deficiency and other oligoelements as a risk factor for childhood febrile seizures.

3. The presented objective is not configured as an objective for this study. | suggest
rewriting what the purpose of this study actually is.

4, Despite being a text presented within the standards of a scientific work, | suggest being
clearer about the justification, objectives and methodology.

5. No, the text lacks scientific data that could support the study presented, so that in fact
scientific efforts are necessary to carry out a study with this theme.

6. It is understood that some scientific data, for various reasons, may not be found in an up-
to-date manner. However, this study despite reporting some previous studies, these are
prior to the last 5 years. In this sense, it is suggested that studies published at least in the
last 5 years be used in relation to the study proposed here, so that the findings of this study
are better scientifically grounded and confronted with others on the same subject.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Despite being a clear and objective text, | suggest that a spelling review be requested

Optional/General comments
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PART 2:

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)

Reviewer’'s comment

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

C . . : It is a study with a vulnerable population (in this case children), so there are ethical issues that must be
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? obeyed. For example, describe whether the study was submitted and approved by the Research Ethics
Committee. And make it clear in the methodology how these children were recruited and if the consent

form was signed.
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