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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)

Absolutely NOT.

No. The title is about prognosis, but the article is about the technique.

NO. It is simply copy-paste sentences from the discussion. They are irrelevant, and
incoherent.

NO, especially the introduction. Most of the introduction is irrelevant. The rest of the article
is merely general information.

Yes

Mostly yes.

Please forgive me if my comments seem harsh. | have the following comments:

1-
2-

3-

4-
5-

6-

This article doesn’t provide any addition to current knowledge.

The abstract is simply some sentences copied and pasted from the introduction.
They are —therefore- incoherent and don’t provide any meaning.

The introduction: The first 3 and half paragraphs are totally irrelevant to the topic. If
they are removed, you end up with 13 lines in the introduction.

There nothing in the article about a methodology.

The main section of the article (about the technique) is of poor content, it is similar
to information in patients’ handouts, or a Wikipedia page.

You claimed that you will review the rising rates of tracheostomy, but you didn’t.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Needs proofreading, particularly for the grammar and punctuation errors.

Optional/General comments
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