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PART 1: Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may
be required for this part.

The study should have been conducted countrywide where all the patterns of
hyperuricemia would be considered. The study was conducted on a very small

sample size which couldn’t generalize the results to the population of Indonesia.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

The suitable title of this research can be:
Prevalence of Hyperuricemia and its associated factors among Gout Patients in
Indonesia: A cross-sectional survey

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

In order to make the abstract comprehensive following points are required to be
added by the author:

1- difference between gout and hyperuricemia

2- clear description of the objective

3- the sample size

4- what test was done to determine the levels of uric acid?

5- how data was analysed?

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please | No
write here.
Are the references sufficient and recent? If you | Yes
have suggestions of additional references,
please mention them in the review form.
Is the language/English quality of the article Yes
suitable for scholarly communications?
Optional/General comments
PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment IAuthor’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)

. . . . . (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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