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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the 

manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 
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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. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
Yes, it serves to inform how health care regulatory bodies operate in developed 
countries and lessons to be learnt.    
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Yes. 
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Yes. Addressing comments made would improve this quality. 
 
 
Yes. Use one style of listing references.  
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
Yes. 
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1. The Canada Health Act: indicate year when enacted. It is 1984, see V. 
2. the Personal Information Protection and Electronic Documents Act: indicate year 

when enacted. 
3. Are there recorded cases of patient information privacy breach? If yes, what are 

the efforts put in place to safeguard clients’ information in the digital era?? 
4. If time allows, could the author(s) present the practicability of these regulations 

by highlighting challenges and suggestions to resolve them? 
5. What happens if a citizen fails to pay for care services? 
6. Follow one and journal accepted style of listing references.       
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