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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? 

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

communications? 
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1. In my opinion, the information on the research location is not clear in the title. Where is MARDAN 
DISTRICT? If local people read it, they might immediately understand, but if they are from abroad, it 
will be very difficult to understand. 
2. The Latin name for the Aedes mosquito must be written in italics. 
3. In my opinion, the literature review is not very important to discuss dengue virus serotypes and 
genes. However, you must focus on the problems raised by the author. 
4. Please include the ethical clearance approval number. 
5. The discussion should contain comparisons between the results obtained and results that have 
been published or compared with existing theories. In my opinion, a literature review is not 
necessary, it should be included in the discussion. 
6. The introduction does not explain the importance of this research. 
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