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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) 
 

 
 
Yes, it is important for the scientific community. 
 
 
Prevalence and correlates of Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder Among Adult In-
patients with Severe Substance Use Disorder. 
 
No, it doesn’t contain enough information to interest the reader. 
 
 
No 
 
No 
 
 
 
 
Yes 
 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
NO, There is the need for the language to be revised. I suggest a native speaker is engaged to 
proofread this manuscript 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

1. The study design is inappropriate for the study. I suggest a cross sectional study 
would have been more appropriate especially talking about prevalence. Also, one 
cannot conduct a case-control study without indicating odd ratios (Likelihood) since 
it establishes cause and effect) 

2. The statement on line 5 of the discussion should be at the methods section. 
3. Findings from the table 4 are contrary to the description under section 3.6 
4. There is no relationship between table 3 and ADHD contrary to the heading. 
5.  3.3 – Type of substance used by the patients---Please check line 3. 
6. Table 1.  If the data is skewed, then use median otherwise, if uniformly distributed, then use 

the mean there is no need presenting both please. 
7. At the methods section: Was the questionnaire standardised if yes can you mention 

specifically eg SCID ETC. If the questionnaire were developed by the researchers using the 
DSM 5, then there is a need to indicate the psychometric properties of the tool. 
 

8. Introduction:1. The part on TC doesn’t have any particular link with the background it may 
be deleted. 2. The gap identified is not the objective of this study. 3.Let the full name come 
before the acronym. 4. If ADHD is commonly associated with substance use disorder, why 
use case control? Case-control studies are used for rare conditions or conditions with very 
low prevalence. 
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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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