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PART1:Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(ifagreed with reviewer,correct 
the manuscriptand highlight thatpartinthe 
manuscript.Itis mandatory thatauthors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

CompulsoryREVISION comments 

 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 

(Please write fewsentenceson this manuscript) 

 
2.  Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 
3. Is the abstract of the articlecomprehensive? 

 
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. 

 

(Apartfromabovementioned6points,reviewersarefreetoprovideadd

itionalsuggestions/comments) 

 
 

 

Thisis importanthowevermanuscriptis poorly written. 

No–We would recommend authorsto changethetitle. 

No– body of abstract lack enoughinformation.Considering many physicians only read 
abstracts. This abstract did not provide enough details andinformation. 

 
No– authors did not write itas scientific/scholarlyarticle such as authors frankly mentioned 
BMIand GCS without describing the fullformsinitially.Authors alsomentioned very vague 
radiologicalfeatures. 

 
Yes. 

 

 
Conclusion section was also poorly written.Authors did not describe how this manuscriptis 
helpfuland add more to the known body of knowledge on cerebral thrombophlebitis. 
Authors also did not describe future implications on the topic. 
Authors have used one wordmore than one time such asword dominates.Word selection in 
the scientific writing is done very carefully so that it reflects the accuracy. 

 

MinorREVISION comments 

 

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

communications? 

 
 

 

Very poor 

 

Optional/Generalcomments  

 
As above 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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