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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle 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. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of

Identifying factors contributing for recurrence of non-muscle invasive bladder cancer is a
very important research gap, which was addressed in this manuscript.
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The authors have to responds for the points mentioned below

additional references, please mention in the review form. 1) Many scientific terms need to be properly abbreviated when first mentioned in the
manuscript ( Ex: Hb, NLR, PLR)
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 2) Methodology needs to be elaborated with the sample size calculations, final sample
additional suggestions/comments) size after exclusions

3) Ethical clearance should be mentioned, If not required also need to be mentioned
with justification.

4) Study design was mentioned as retrospective for a period of 2012-2016 and follow up
was mentioned till 2017. How a study including follow up is termed as retrospective
study. Explain the study design appropriately.

5) All tables should have proper table legends to explain/expand terms in the table

6) In Table 5, units for the quantitative terms were not clearly mentioned.

7) Results need to elaborated
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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