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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 
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additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
 
Yes, the manuscript is useful scientifically, as it has an impact on various inhalational 
techniques. 
 
Of course, the title is well-matched with the article. 
 
Yes, but the conclusion is not up to the mark. It can include names of techniques. 
 
 
I am suggesting to add more in the introduction section. The statistical section is missing in 
the methodology section. 
Yes. 
 
 
Yes. However, the references are missing in some parts of the method section 
 
 
 
Thanks. In my point of view, work is good although, it is not helpful in the medical 
intervention field. The author should mention the limitations of this work.  
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There are several grammatical errors in the whole paper. Before publication, it should be rectified to 
maintain the quality of a journal. 
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