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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? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 
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The manuscript is important for the scientific community. This study tried to find the 
effectiveness of commonly used social media tool as a supplementary educational tool in 
advancing the knowledge among medical residents.  The study conclusion that Tweetorials 
could be an alternative for the traditional journal club, there is scope for further studies to 
confirm the effectiveness. 
 
Title is suitable 
Yes. But the study design was mentioned there as mixed methods. Elsewhere in the 
manuscript there is no evidence to support the study design.  
 
Yes 
 
The only clarification needed is in the study design. If it is a mixed method study design 
where is the qualitative component? What is the theory based on which the study was done 
and what type of mixed method was planned need to be elaborated. 
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