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 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 
 

 
1. The title page should contain a brief title, name(s) of author(s) and their affiliations. 

The name of the corresponding author should be indicated along with telephone 
and fax numbers (with country and area code) along with full postal address and e-
mail address. The title should be without any abbreviations. Must not exceed 15 
words. 

2. Abstract Must not exceed 300 words 

3. Must follow an algorithm to write the Materials and Methods section, define the 
type of research or study, period and place. Define the study population or group, 
as well as the inclusion, exclusion and elimination criteria. Describe the criteria and 
justification for sample selection if required. 

4. Declaration of competing interest is compulsory. All authors must disclose any 
financial and personal relationships with other people or organizations that could 
inappropriately influence (bias) their work. 

5. Authors must declare the level of contribution of each member of the manuscript. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

1. Abstract Must be structured by sections. In this case, it must follow the following 
structure: Introduction-Objectives-Methods-Results-Conclusions. 

2. Introduction Submit brief, clear and appropriate background information. Foundation 
of the scientific problem. Clearly describe the objective(s) of the assignment. it is 
needed more bibliographic foundation when referring to a study or the result of a 
particular study. 

3. The Vancouver numbered style is used for normalizing bibliographic references in the 
area of medicine, health sciences and exact sciences. This style is applied in the 
branches of science in biology, as is the case, therefore you must organize the 
bibliographic references in ascending numerical order according to the way in which 
you use the bibliography and without repeating numbers already used. 

4. The objective of the study in the manuscript is defined by an incorrect verb. It must be 
corrected and once it is done, it must correspond to the one used in the abstract, the 
introduction, and the conclusions. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 

1. Figures cannot be cited in the introduction 

2. In a figure, besides explaining, the following data are important: creators; image 

date; image title; source, web or publication from which it was taken; access date if 

online. Must place annotations where the images come from. 

3. Each table if it is present in the manuscript must have a brief explanation with the 

results that stand out the most, and have to be placed below said table and the 

Affinity ranges. Must have bibliographic information. 
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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) 
 
The manuscript fails to comply with the ethical standards of the journal, given 
that it has been previously published by the same authors in different journals. 
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