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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? 
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Must follow: MANUSCRIPT GUIDELINES 
 
Abstract:  

- Give aim of the research  
Introduction 

- The text, can be divided into numbered sections 
- In the text, citations should be indicated by the reference number in 

brackets 
 

Material and methods 
- divided into numbered sections with brief headings 
- Citations should be given in support of the findings 
- In the text, citations should be indicated by the reference number in 

brackets 
- use the latest reference [min last 10 years] 

 
Stati   Statical analysis  

- What the test its used for the significance of the difference between 
treatments 

 
Results & Discussion: 

- divided into numbered sections with brief headings 
- reference number in brackets 
- use the latest reference [min last 10 years 
- Citations should be given in support of the findings 

Reference  
- All references should follow the style as recommended for author 

guideline for instance: Hilly M, Adams ML, Nelson SC. A study of digit 

 



 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

fusion in the mouse embryo. Clin Exp Allergy. 2002;32(4):489-98 
- use the latest reference [min last 10 years] 
- References must be listed  as numbered in the order that they appear in the 
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