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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. Is the title 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. This manuscript focuses on evaluating the satisfaction rate of patients after 10 
physiotherapy sessions at Dschang District Hospital. Assessing patient satisfaction is 
crucial for understanding the effectiveness of physiotherapy interventions and improving 
the quality of care provided. The study provides valuable insights into the impact of 
physiotherapy on various pathologies and the satisfaction levels of patients. Therefore, this 
manuscript is important for the scientific community as it contributes to the knowledge and 
understanding of physiotherapy outcomes and patient experiences. 

 
2. The title, "Evaluation of Patient Satisfaction after 10 Physiotherapy Sessions at Dschang 

District Hospital," effectively conveys the main focus of the manuscript. It accurately reflects 
the study's objective and provides a clear overview of the research conducted. The title is 
suitable and does not require any suggested changes. 

 
3. The abstract provides a concise summary of the study, highlighting the research objectives, 

methods, and key findings. It briefly describes the study population, data collection 
instruments, and analysis methods. However, it lacks specific information on the results 
obtained and the implications of the findings. To enhance the comprehensiveness of the 
abstract, it would be beneficial to include a summary of the main outcomes and the 
significance of the study in promoting physiotherapy.  
 

4. The manuscript follows a logical structure and includes appropriate subsections, such as 
Introduction, Materials and Methods, Results, and Discussion. Each section addresses 
relevant aspects of the study and provides necessary information for readers to understand 
the research.  
 
 

5. Based on the information provided in the manuscript, it appears to be scientifically correct. 
The study follows a prospective descriptive design, includes a well-defined study 
population, and employs appropriate data collection instruments and statistical analysis 
methods. The results and findings are presented clearly, and the discussion provides 
interpretations and comparisons with relevant literature. However, it is recommended that 
the authors ensure transparency by providing more details on the statistical analyses 
conducted. 
 

6. Additional references would strengthen the scientific basis of the study and provide context 
for the findings. It is important to include recent references that reflect current knowledge 
and developments in the field of physiotherapy, patient satisfaction, and related 
pathologies.  

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

The language and English quality of the article seem suitable for scholarly communications. The 
text is written in proper English and conveys the necessary information effectively. However, I 
suggested to do the language and grammatical check for the whole paper. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
There are two different types font were used.  
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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) 
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