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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 
 

 
Must fix the grammar errors. I will mention a few of them here, 
 

1. Mummification refers to all natural and artificial processes that bring about 
preservation of the body or its parts. 
Mummification refers to all-natural and artificial processes that bring about the 
preservation of the body or its parts. 
 

2. We are presenting here a case of medicolegal autopsy performed at mortuary of 
MGIMS, Sevagram 
We are presenting here a case of a medicolegal autopsy performed at the mortuary 
of MGIMS, Sevagram. 

3. The body was found in jungle in hanging position to branch of tree. Body was 
completely mummified. 
The body was found in the jungle in a hanging position to the branch of a tree. 

4. Facial identification could be making out as facial features were well maintained. 
Facial identification could be made out as facial features were well maintained. 

These were a few mistakes I found in the abstract alone. There is more. Fix the tenses 
and look into subject-verb agreement. Try witing shorter sentences to reduce grammar 
mistakes. You can also take the help of online grammar softwares. 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Conclusion need not be mentioned in the abstract. Only the objectives and an introduction 
must be mentioned. Separate headings need not be mentioned, one paragraph without 
individual subheadings is appropriate for an abstract.  
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Overall, the paper is written in an informative, academic way. The grammar mistakes must be 
rectified, and the conclusion could be more detailed. The layout of the abstract must be one 
single paragraph. 
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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) 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 

 

Kindly see the following link:  

 

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
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