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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. Yes 

 
4. Yes 
5. Yes 
6. No, need more references about previous such cases in past case reports, how they 

managed their case and what was their outcome is needed. 
Mention MRI finding, describe intensity changes in both the images. 
What about her neurological deficit, follow up is not mentioned. 
What was the neurological side of management? 
Conclusion not up to mark? “Involving neurologist and his knowledge of HELLP 
syndrome?” Does this mean every HELLP patient we have to refer to neurologist and rely on 
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