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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 manuscript is important to the scientific community.  
The title is suitable.  
The abstract is comprehensive but needs some adjustments.  
The structure is appropriate.  
The manuscript is scientifically correct.  
The reference are ok.  
 
The paper addresses an exciting subject.. I express my sincere gratitude for the opportunity to 
review your manuscript. The effort of the author is appreciated. After assessing the manuscript, the 
following issues raised my concern: 

Structures like the following: “Men's risk is double women's” from the abstract should not be used.  

“NITOR took in 185 people with closed patella fractures. 52 patients had patellar fractures.” - 
unfortunately the information is misleading.  

As a personal opinion, the abstract is too telegraphic.  

Are there also available some preop and postop radiographic assessments?  

Please assess the manuscripts for typing mistakes.  

Figures 4 and 7 are not pie diagrams. They are bar charts.  

 

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

communications? 
 

 
Needs some adjustments.   
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