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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. The publication is quite relevant and is of interest both in practical medicine and in 
theoretical aspects of research of the influence of pharmacological agents (in this 
case - "Rabeprazole" on the processes of restoration of functions of the lower 
sphincter (muscular valve) of the oesophagus. 
 

2. The article title is fully equivalent to the presented problems and reveals the essence 
and content of this scientific publication. 
 

3. The abstract of the article is succinct, summarising the research problem and 
context, as well as relevant conclusions to the research results. 
 

4. The structure of the publication includes sections such as introduction, materials 
and methods, results, discussion of results, conclusions, which is in accordance 
with the principles of formation of scientific, professional presentations and 
demonstration of new research solutions in the field of practical medicine. The 
Materials and Methods section is represented by subsections that accessibly and 
sufficiently present a picture of the research design. 
 

5. In my opinion, the manuscript may well be considered scientifically correct. 
 

6. Some literature references would preferably be updated to more recent references 
(up to 10 years old ). For example: 
- Katz Philip O., Dunbar Kerry B., Schnoll-Sussman at al. ACG Clinical Guideline: 
Guidelines for the Diagnosis and Management of Gastroesophageal Reflux Disease. The 
American Journal of Gastroenterology 117(1):p 27-56, January 2022. | DOI: 
10.14309/ajg.0000000000001538$ 
- Hye-Kyung Jung, Chung Hyun Tae, Kyung Ho Song et al. 2020 Seoul Consensus on the 
Diagnosis and Management of Gastroesophageal Reflux Disease. J Neurogastroenterol 
Motil 2021; 27(4): 453-481  https://doi.org/10.5056/jnm21077. 

 

 

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

communications? 
 

1. The quality of the language of the material is quite good. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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