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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 

Yes, observation of rare case of SMA is important for scientific community. 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

No, I suggest “Spinal Muscle Atrophy (SMA) in a 5 years old girl from 
Macedonia: case report”  

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
No, in Asian Journal of Pediatric Research the Abstract of the Case reports 
should have the following sections: Aims, Presentation of Case, Discussion and 
Conclusion.  

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 
No, in Asian Journal of Pediatric Research Case Reports should follow the 
structure of Abstract, Introduction, Presentation of Case, Discussion, Conclusion, 
Acknowledgements, Competing Interests, Authors‟ Contributions, Consent (where 
applicable), Ethical approval (where applicable), and References plus figures 
and/or tables. This manuscript under my review lacks the section of “Presentation 
of Case” 

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?  
Yes, I think the manuscript is scientifically correct. 

6.  Are the references sufficient and recent? 
The author (authors) is not familiar with elementary rules of writing the manuscript, he 
(she/they) does not refer in the text to the reference list in the end. References must be 
listed at the end of the manuscript and numbered in the order that they appear in the 
text. Every reference referred in the text must also present in the reference list and vice 
versa. In the text, citations should be indicated by the reference number in brackets [3].   
 

7. additional suggestions 
I strongly recommend the author/authors to restrict introduction, to expand the case 
presentation, to publish the photo of the female patient (not girl) with shaded eyes, and 
to apply for consultation from more experienced colleges 

 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
No 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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