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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments Reviewer’scomment Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscript andhighlight thatpart 
inthemanuscript.Itismandatory that authorsshouldwritehis/herfeedback 
here) 

Pleasewriteafewsentencesregardingthe 
importance 
ofthismanuscript forthescientificcommunity.Why 
do youlike(or 
dislike)thismanuscript?Aminimumof3-4 
sentencesmaybe required for thispart. 

Poisoningisacommoncauseof deathinIndia,whichisoftenrelatedtomental health issues.This 
manuscript brieflyoutlinesitsprevalenceandrecoveryrate.By understandingthe 
commoncausesand 
practicesassociatedwithpoisoning,moreeffectivesolutionscanbedevelopedtoaddressitsrootca
uses. 
Themanuscript alsoemphasizesthe criticalroleoftimely antidote administrationin improving 

O 

Isthetitle ofthe articlesuitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

Thetitle isshortandtothepoint,revealingthegistofthearticleinafew words. Nochangesareneeded 
perse. 

 

Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive?Doyou 
suggesttheaddition(or 
deletion)ofsomepointsinthis section? 
Pleasewriteyoursuggestionshere. 

Theabstractis self-explanatoryandcomprehensive.No pointsneedto beadded.  

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthe 
manuscript appropriate? 

Yes,althoughitwouldbebetterifthemethodologyhadclearexclusionand 
inclusioncriteria,written separately inamorewell-definedmanner. 

 

Pleasewriteafewsentencesregardingthescientific 
correctness ofthismanuscript.Whydo 
youthinkthat thismanuscript 
isscientificallyrobustandtechnically 
sound?Aminimum of3-4 sentencesmay 
berequired for thispart.

Themanuscript isscientificallycorrect,asdepictedbyitssimplemethodology,reliablesourcesofdata, 
and adherencetoestablishedresearch.Additionally,theanalysisandinterpretationoftheresultsare 
supportedby scientificliteraturerelevanttothesubject,hence;thereisfull 
comprehensionofthesubject. 
Onthewhole,itisatechnically robustmanuscript thatissoundandlogical inapproach,addressing 
avery commonissue. 

 

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?Ifyouhav
e 
suggestionsofadditionalreferences,pleasement
ion theminthe reviewform. 
- 

Yes,the referencesseem sufficient.  

MinorREVISIONcomments 
 

Isthe 
language/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitable 
forscholarly communications? 

 
The vocabularycouldbe improvedforbetter clarity 
andimpact.Besides,repetitivegrammaticalstructurescanbe minimized toenhancethe 
overallflowandreadabilityofthetext. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments  
 
none 
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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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