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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. Kidney disorders are rising throughout the world and information about their 
identification and how they impact our quality of life, needs to be disseminated. 
 
No. Title suggests correlation between vascular calcification and left ventricular hypertrophy 
whereas the article talks about complications seen in chronic kidney disease. 
The author may consider the title,”Association between vascular calcification and residual 
renal function”. 
 
Yes. However, use of abbreviations may be avoided in the abstract. 
 
Yes. Very much appropriate. 
 
Yes. No issues with that.. 
 
No. References are old and need to be trimmed down in number. About 25 references would 
be enough. Author has only included 3 references recent to 2012. A good, Recent reference 
can be this article: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacbts.2020.02.002 or this: 
https://doi.org/10.1371%2Fjournal.pone.0185296  

 

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

communications? 
 

 
Yes. There are some minor Grammatical errors but the gist is conveyed. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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