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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 manuscript does not show any new findings. Does not evaluate -why author has 

selected only leucorrhea patients ? what is the role of leucorrhea in HPV infection, 
etiologies causing leucorrhea and association with HPV infection. Is there any higher 
prevalence in certain type of leucorrhea. Does HPV casuse lecucorrhea. What is the 
prevalence of HPV in patients with non leucorrhea. It will be better patients are 
followed to know whether treatment of leucorrhea clear the high risk HPV infection. 

2. Title of article is Ok 
3. Abstract does not involve investigation of etiology and association with leucorrhea.  
4. Subsection and structure of manuscript are appropriate. However discussion does 

not reveal authors results and how it is different or similar to other authors. Nor 
reveal pitfalls in the study 

5. Scientifically manuscript shows prevalence of the HPV infection in leucorrhea 
patient however there is problem in study design as role of leucorrhea and its 
etiological factors in HPV infection are not evaluated. It is neither compared with 
prevalence in those patients with  non-leucorrhoea patients, lacking the control 
group. It does not show how prevalence is different from overall prevalence of HPV 
infection in general population.  

6. References are ok however does not explain leucorrhea 
Suggestion:  

Georgescu, Simona Roxana et al. “New Insights in the Pathogenesis of HPV Infection and 
the Associated Carcinogenic Processes: The Role of Chronic Inflammation and Oxidative 
Stress.” Journal of immunology research vol. 2018 5315816. 27 Aug. 2018, 
doi:10.1155/2018/5315816 
 
 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
 
Language is Ok 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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