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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. Yes, the manuscript is important for the scientific community as it addresses the significant 
issue of social factors impacting the management of traumatic head injuries, contributing to 
advancements in trauma care and patient outcomes. 

2. The title of the article, "Social Factors Affecting Management of Patients with Traumatic 
Head Injury," effectively conveys the main focus of the study. It could be slightly more 
engaging, such as "Understanding Delays in CT Management for Traumatic Head Injuries: 
The Impact of Social Factors," to highlight the study's investigation into delayed CT 
examinations. 

3. The abstract provides a good overview of the study but could be more comprehensive by 
including specific details about the study population and expanding on the significance of 
the findings for clinical practice and policy. 

4. The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate, facilitating easy 
navigation and understanding of the research process and findings. Minor adjustments for 
consistency in formatting and subsection labeling could enhance clarity. 

5. Based on the information provided, the manuscript appears scientifically correct, with clear 
methodology and analysis procedures supporting the findings presented. 

6. The references are sufficient, but incorporating more recent studies could strengthen the 
manuscript. For example, recent literature on healthcare disparities or technological 
advancements in trauma imaging could provide additional context and support for the 
study's findings. 

 

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

communications? 
 

Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communications. The 
manuscript demonstrates a proficient command of academic language and adheres to the 
conventions of scholarly writing. However, minor proofreading for grammatical errors or clarity in 
certain sections could further enhance the overall quality of the language. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Based on the provided information and assessment of the manuscript, I would give it a score of 
"Minor Revision" (>8-9). Overall, the manuscript addresses an important topic and contributes 
valuable insights to the field of traumatic head injury management. However, minor revisions are 
needed to enhance clarity, comprehensiveness, and language quality. With these adjustments, the 
manuscript has the potential to be even stronger and make a significant impact in scholarly 
communications. 
 

 

 
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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