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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) 

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. This manuscript is crucial for the scientific community as it provides groundbreaking 
insights that advance knowledge, inspire future research, and foster interdisciplinary 
innovation. 

 

2. As in introduction first the author mentioned typhoid, they need to mention typhoid in title as 
well. 

3. Yes but need adjustment. 

4. They need to add few things such as: funding source, conclusion. 

5. The manuscript need another look for adjustment. 

6. Reference section is almost ok. 
 
 
 

 The author takes 110 samples for writing the research paper, are you sure is this 
enough for correct study? 

 The study didn’t mentions the collection of blood samples from "suspects" both 
male and female. How were these suspects chosen, and were there any specific 
criteria or symptoms that guided their selection? 

 Based on the findings, what specific interventions or public health measures do the 
authors recommend for the Uttarakhand region to better control and manage 
typhoid? 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
The language quality is good enough. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Tanveer Khan 

Department, University & Country Bacha Khan University, Pakistan 

 


