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Compulsory REVISION comments

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

2. lIs thettitle 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)

MS involves the important case report but introduction is very weak and lack the
mechanism of action of the disease.

Title is short, clear and concise

Abstract is comprehensive but authors not mentioned the outcome and significance of
the study.

Material and Methods should contain the ethical consideration and written informed
consent of the patient. Where the present study conducted with inclusion and
exclusion criteria?

Recent references are missing in the MS.

Minor REVISION comments

Scientific quality is missing and as suggested within the MS reconstruct the some

lines.
1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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Created by: DR Checked by: PM Approved by: MBM

Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




Review Form 1.7

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Prabhjot Kaur Gill

Department, University & Country

Sri Guru Ram Das University of Health Sciences, India

Created by: DR Checked by: PM

Approved by: MBM

Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




