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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) 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
I am grateful  for selecting me for review of the manuscript.I totally appreciate the efforts that have 
been done by the authors in presenting this case. However, the manuscript needs some major 
revises including: 
 

1- In Abbreviating terms, the author sometimes uses CP and sometimes PC, which should be 

unified. 

2- In the title of the article, treatment response with non-surgical CDT method should be 

emphasized (instead of the word prognosis), in addition to the rarity of the disease. 

3- The author has not followed the order of referencing in the text, which needs to be 

corrected. The first reference is 6 and the next is 1.  

4- It is suggested that at the end of the introduction part, the author should mention the main 

cause that reported the patient and the difference between this patient and other similar 

cases. it seems that, in addition to its rarity, the type of treatment method is the reason why 

the case is interesting and different. 

5- Does the author mean “morquio” syndrome? (type 4 of mucopolysaccharidosis)? Its 

incidence may be related to other conditions such as Marfan Syndrome and Moquio 

Syndrome 

6- The discussion part of the manuscript should not contain description related to the physical 

examination and treatment procedure undergone by the patient. These topics should be 

discussed in the case presentation part.The article has obvious problems in the division of 
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different parts. 

7-  it should be explained which type of pectus carinatum the mentioned patient had? 

Chondrogladiolar or chondromanubrial prominence? 

8- Explain whether the patient had symptoms of Marfan-Noonan-Poland syndrome or not? 

What were his anthropometric indicators and body proportions? 

9- Explain about the family history and the report of a similar case in the family. 

10- ‘No agenesis of upper limbs was identified.” The term agenesis should be replaced by 

Upper limb abnormality. 

11- The entire sentences of the text need to be edited in terms of instructions and structure of 

the English language and correct phrasing. 

It is suggested that the authors provide explanations about the treatment method of CDT in 
introduction part. 
 
 

 
 

PART  2:  
 

 
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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