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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
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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) 
 

 
The authors analyzed the Bi-Caudate Index BCI of more than 100 normal people. It has 
certain clinical significance, which is not easy for an African country. However, there are still 
many shortcomings : 
1. It would be more meaningful for the author to add the description of the application of Bi-
Caudate Index BCI, which would enable readers to discover the significance of the research 
more.  
2. When making gender comparison, whether the normality test has been carried out, if not, 
it is necessary to use non-parametric test. When making scatter plots, why is series one in 
Chinese? Please correct.  
3. Bi-Caudate Index BCI is definitely related to many factors, such as right-handedness. 
Therefore, it is better to increase the inclusion and exclusion criteria.  
4. Comparison of baseline characteristics of the included population, such as age, sex, 
smoking and drinking history, should be included in the results section. In general, I agree 
to publish this article after revising and adding content. Good luck with your studies. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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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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