
 

Review Form 3 

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

 
Journal Name: Asian Journal of Pediatric Research  
Manuscript Number: Ms_AJPR_122329 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Predictors of Morbidity and Mortality of Gastrointestinal Perforation in Children 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 
 
 
 
 

 



 

Review Form 3 

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

 
PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this 
manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

Gastric perforation is a common and important parameter in surgical patients to be 
check which can cause poor prognosis if remain unnoticed. This can prevent 
mortality and  reduce hospital stay and morbidity specially in pediatric patients. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Yes  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest 
the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? 
Please write your suggestions here. 

 

Abstract is good but required more number of cases to be included , so that a 
better study result can be interpretated. A few suggestion regarding spelling 
(surgivhjikjqe3cal )correction   to be done. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Yes. Many corrections are advised. specially regarding reference style and its strict 
adherence. 

 

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. 
 

Mention if  the article is studied retrospective or prospective one? 
Also the word “LONG delay”- mention meaning of long if its duration >4-5 days. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in 
the review form. 
 
 

A particular References style should be strictly followed . None of the references 
written in reference column in  proper way. Also put a table showing the 
comparision of study data of previous studies done in similar cases.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for 
scholarly communications? 
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 

Comment [WU1]: Check spelling, put 
correct word 



 

Review Form 3 

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

Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Himachal Mishra 
Department, University & Country Bhagwan Mahavir Medica Superspeciality Hospital, India 
 
 
 


