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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) 
 

 
 
1. Yes  
 
 
2. Yes  
 
 
3. The manuscript title is ok. The abstract is comprehensive. I suggest language editing to the 
abstract and the whole of the manuscript. Some significant outcomes should be added to the 
abstract. The review article attempts to identify the effects of the linkage COVID-19 pandemic on 
the mental health of different groups and communities. The sources of the review are reliable and 
sufficient.  

4. The introduction should end with significant review implication that will enhance the study 
rationale and arguments more useful and wide. Thus, the introduction needs minor improvements. 
Thus, the author/s should sharp the study arguments. Use of subheadings in the methods section is 
suggested. Some relevant inclusion and exclusion criteria may be added to this section. Use of 
smaller paragraph may make the manuscript more readable and comprehensive. The results may 
be presented using subheadings that make it more comprehensive. The discussion is good. I 
suggest to add detailed implications of the review especially research, practice and policy 
dimensions. It also needs modifications. New findings should be highlighted. Interpretations of the 
results need to be improved. Directions for future research may also be added to make the article 
more useful.  

5. Yes  

6. Yes 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
Minor language editing is suggested. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The study topic is time and relevant. Its design, methods, and presentations are also good. The 
study results can make important contributions to the field of knowledge.  
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