
 

 Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
Journal Name: Journal of Complementary and Alternative Medical Research 
Manuscript Number: Ms_JOCAMR_91587 
Title of the Manuscript:  

An Observational Cross-Sectional Single Arm Trial and Perspective Study of Siddha Diagnostic Tool Neerkuri and Neikuri (Uroscopy) in Covid 19 Patients 

Type of the Article Case report 
 
 
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.journaljocamr.com/index.php/JOCAMR/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 
 

This is an interesting study and the authors have collected a unique dataset . The authors 
tend to highlight the conditions that are related to Study of Siddha Diagnostic Tool 
Neerkuri and Neikuri (Uroscopy) in Covid 19 Patients. 
The paper  has to be reframed as Siidha interventions instead of Siddha Diagnostic 
Tool Neerkuri and Neikuri (Uroscopy) in Covid 19 Patients as it was not 
appropriately taken. So this paper can be accepted as per the journal guidelines. 
It cannot focus on diagnostic or prognostic tools as proper care could not be taken 
to collect the samples and investigate. 
It requires major corrections  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Grammatical and typographical errors should be taken care of. 
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