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importance of this manuscript for the scientific
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The clinical presentation of the patient was typical of uremic gastritis.
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No- Authors have to add clinical information as to why the case is important
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appropriate?

Yes

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

The presented patient should have been managed appropriately with renal replacement therapy
S0 as prevent anaemia and uremic gastritis complications

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
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More references should be added as regards to comparing this case with previous similar case
reports
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Created by: DR Checked by: PM Approved by: MBM Version: 3 (07-07-2024)




Review Form 3

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)
Reviewer Details:

Name: Godfrey Mutashambara Rwegerera

Department, University & Country University of Botswana, Botswana

Created by: DR Checked by: PM Approved by: MBM Version: 3 (07-07-2024)




