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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 English in the present manuscript is not of publication quality and require major 
improvement. Please carefully proof-read spell check to eliminate grammatical errors 
 
INTRODUCTION: There are multiple ideas describing the same points. This section 
should be re-structured for more clarity. Additionally, English should be proofread 
before re-submitted. 
 
The aim is not clear and I am not sure why it has a reference.  
 
“The main aim of this study is to determine the clinical profile and manifestation of scrub 
typhus infection among people

10
”. 

 
Consider changing it to:  
“The aim of this study was to determine the clinical profile and manifestation of scrub typhus 
infection among patients 
 
Material and methods: 
 
In this section they mention they recruited cases over a period of 4 months. However, 
they do not mention during which season they did so, and it was mentioned in the 
introduction it is common during the ‘monsoon season’. 
Also, there is not information about the year these cases were managed. 
 
 
Discussion 
Even though, the authors have included two references to the Kumar and Trowbridge 
studies in other sections of the manuscript they should include the reference here too. 
The study by Wei et al is not in the references.  
 
Additionally, this section is reiterative of the results section. Should include something 
about the male to female proportion of cases. I suppose they should have something to 
do with the occupational hazard or the area of residence.  
 
They mention about the antibiotic treatment is effective to control this infection, 
however, they did not mention about treatments offered to the patients. In such case, 
the complications reported were due the late diagnosis.  
Therefore, this can be expanded in this section.  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The English in the present manuscript is not of publication quality and require major 
improvement. Please carefully proof-read spell check to eliminate grammatical errors 
 
The Material and Methods section should be written in past tense.  
From each and every patient  
Change to: 
From each  or  From every patient  
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Results 
Table 2. Columns 2 and 3 can be merged. 
Number of cases (%)  
 

 
 
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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