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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. 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 it is important. 
2. The title is suitable. 
3. The Abstract is comprehensive. 
4. The subsections are OK in the manuscript. 
5. The manuscript brings important and significant scientific information. 
6. The references range from nearly 15 years of age, and could be more recent, but it 

does not interfere with the final outcome. 
7. The word “depression” appears in the text 101 times. Authors should try to decrease 

the numbers of appearance by using pronouns and condensing information. 
8. The flow of the reading text is not very well planned. In average, every information 

contained in the text seems to end up with a period of three lines, which interferes in 
the speed and absorption of the information.  

9. The authors use abbreviations for some diseases, such as Cardiovascular Disease 
(CAV). Once the abbreviation is given to the reader, there is no need to repeat the 
name of the disease; which also must use capital letters for its reference. I explain: 
Heart Rate Viability (HRV) instead of Heart rate viability. 

 

 

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

communications? 
 

It could be better, in spite of some mistakes sentences and adverbs such as as: Having symptoms 
in both the mental and physical realms, the aforementioned illness is systemic in nature. In 
particular (particularly), it interferes with the functioning of the immunological and neurological 
systems, which in turn affects mental and emotional processes. 
Also in: Clinically depressed people differ markedly from individuals going through normal grieving 
in that (as for what concerns not putting) they do not place blame for their emotional pain on 
external events or others (4).  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

I recommend the manuscript´s publication after the corrections concerning the reading text fluency 
as well as the corrections mentioned above.  
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PART  2:  
 

 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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