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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 
 

 
- The manuscript need to prepare well, it need careful preparation. 
 
- Do not mention the words as abbreviation for the first time. When write the word 

for the first time, write it completely then write the abbreviation (   ), after that 
mention the word as abbreviation.  [example, C-reactive protein (CRP) ].  
 

- Background in the abstract is too long? It must be shorter and brief enough. 
 

- Abstract should not exceed 250 words. 
 

- Write key words. 
 

- Grammatical errors throughout the manuscript should be corrected (editing). 
 

- Write the ethical considerations.  
 

- What about limitations? 
 

- Mention the statistical analysis in details. 
 

- Results need more illustrations and arrangements. The authors mentioned 
details in the discussion not included in results (it is recommended to present this 
data in figures or tables in the results).  Referred to it in the manuscript.  
 

- Many paragraphs mentioned without references. 
 

- List the references in all paragraphs of the manuscript as number or as (author 
name, year). 
 

- Revise references. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
- Formatting throughout the manuscript. 
- Spelling mistakes throughout the manuscript should be corrected.  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
- Good topic. 

 
- The manuscript need to prepare well, it need careful preparation. 

 
-  Some modifications were made in the manuscript file, make these modifications. 
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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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