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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. 
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additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
1- The manuscript is important for clinical research community 
 
 
 
2- You can add the type of study in the title eg: retrospective study, observational study... 
 
 
3- The abstract is comprehensive but the sort of study is missing 
 
4- Study design, collect data, formal consent or no  will be mentioned  
 
5- I think that the manuscript is scientifically correct but the interpretation of the results 
could be better detailed 
 
6- The references are sufficient but not recent 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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