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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. 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. 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. Importantin aim, but limited in scope.
2. It could be amended to read “Serum Creatinine Determination: Comparison Between

Colorimetric (Jaffé) and Enzymatic Methods in Renal Transplant Recipients.”

It captures the scope and tries to work within the size limit.
Introduction contains very scanty information although some may be found in
discussion. Methodology is devoid of full declaration of sensitive equipment used and
the exact assay procedure (with Citation) adopted. In results, table of mean values and
standard error of means or deviations could have been provided. In discussion, export
of some information to introduction and more comparison of results to previous works
may be necessary.
6. To the extent of the scope, yes; an could be useful for laboratory quality assurance an
guality control.
7. References could be sufficient if they are recent, but they are not recent.
ADDITIONAL COMMENTS
e scientific presentation of information is required.
e Attention to grammer and punctuations is advised.

e Adequate introduction of the research is necessary.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Needs improvement

Optional/General comments

In the Manuscript; Attention should be paid to the highlighted words/sentences. Comments,
suggestions and questions are in blue parenthesis.
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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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