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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 

the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
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) 
 

 
 
1. Very important, as a medium of communication in improving the quality of a research paper. 
2. Effectiveness of using separate vertical cables b to treat fractures outside the joint at the tip of 

the patella. 
3. Effectiveness of using separate vertical cables b to treat fractures outside the joint at the tip of 

the patella 
4. Some subsections need improvement 

Introduction 
Researchers in addition to presenting research problems and prevalence, researchers should 
also state the efforts that have been made and the efforts offered to overcome the problem. 
Likewise research urgency. 
Methodology 
In this section, the researcher should not only describe the type and research design, but also 
the population and sample, how big it is, how to determine the sample size and the sampling 
technique. Also state the data used in the research and its instruments, when the measurements 
were taken. In data analysis, mention the static test 
Result 
In this section the researcher should state what the conclusions of the analysis results are for 
each variable 
Discussion 
State what the conclusions of the analysis of variable data are, describe the researcher's ideas 
accompanied by citations. In this section should not appear quantitative data 
Conclusion 
The researcher should state what the findings relate to the research objectives 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

The researcher must state all conclusions from the analysis (table analysis). Researchers should 
not get bogged down with numbers in tables. 
Improve sections of each chapter according to the reviewer's suggestions in the article 
 
Need to improve sentence structure (past form) especially in the abstract chapter and results 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The improvement according to the reviewer's guidelines and suggestions for each section 
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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 mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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