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(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?
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appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
This study describes about treatment, etiology and epidemiology of
juvenile idiopathic arthritis. The manuscript is poor in relevant information.
2. Is the title of the article suitable?
No, it's not. Overview on Juvenile Psoriatic Arthritis: literature review
3. lIs the abstract of the article comprehensive?
No, it's not. The abstract needs to be rewritten.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
No, it's not.
e Abstract is not structured
e Keywords were not displayed
e The study does not present materials and methods
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
The study does not present materials and methods. The criteria for
inclusion/exclusion of the studies were not informed, nor the methodology
for the acquisition of the studies used.
6. Are the references sufficient and recent?
Yes, itis.
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Yes, itis.
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