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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? 
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6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 
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additional suggestions/comments) 
 

Yes. COVID 19 and URI infections very common in India to children to geriatric 
 
Yes . short , clear and complete. 
 
Yes. Covered all subpoints/ headings with adequate and relevant content. 
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detail process of article selection.  Listed in propre way. Prizama method of 
analysis of review of article.  
Discussion, conclusion is mentioned. 
 
Yes. Scientifically and logically correct. 
 
Yer. References are recent, relevant and adequate. 
 
 
Review was on important topic, detail steps explained well . DTP done. 
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