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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) 
 

 
Yes, it has negative result but it may help in diagnosis and intervention. 
 
 
 
Title could be a little more clear . It doesn’t state the motive of the study so clearly. 
 
 
It’s too short. Material methods, result and conclusion may be more inclusive as per journal 
guidelines for authors. 
Yes 
 
Yes 
 
All except reference no 7 which is more than 2 decades old. 

 

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

communications? 
 

Yes,it is adequate. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. Abstract may be improved. 
2. Introduction needs to be rephrased. 
3. The abbreviations need to be written in expanded form at least once in the manuscript. 
4. Study design and study population need to be described more clearly. 
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