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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 
 
 
Yes 
 
 
No 
 
Not bad 
 
Yes 
 
References can be better than what had been compiled, this 
should be checked. e.g. "Lauer W, et al" and "Kayis B, et al." are 
not acceptable in the structuring of a reference. This should be 
corrected. 
 
Statement of Problem not well stated, the title is based on safety and 
compliance. How is the safety and compliance like in the production 
of Syringe. Is there any challenge, if yes, this can form basis for 
developing the statement of problem. 
 
At some point, the diagrams e.g. the Turtle diagram (figure 4 and 5) 
seem to be floating aloof; likewise figures 1 and 2. Thus, they need to 
be discussed clearly in the body of the work. The link(s) between the 
diagrams and relevant contents in the study should be clearly 
established. Additionally, what is the 'Turtle diagram' or is it simply a 
diagram for visual sake? Is it based on any principle or theory? 
 
All acronyms should first be written in full then subsequently, the 
shortened form. Contraction of words should also be avoided in 
research writings e.g. let's, they'd, it's etc.; words should rather be 
written in full. 
 
One of the key variables in the title is "Safety and Compliance" but left 
unreviewed copiously in the body of the work; yet the study claimed 
to adopt a comprehensive review of literature. This should be looked 
into, it will then form a background to solidify the conclusion. Contents 
compiled under "Safety and Regulatory Considerations" are just too 
scanty. 
 
Research method is not articulated sufficiently, the research design 
should be addressed. 

 

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

 
Yes 
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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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