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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 
 

 
According to general guideline for authors:  
“Systematic Reviews should usually be based on medical interventions or animal model 
studies. We recommend that authors consult the PRISMA guidelines for reporting in 
Systematic Reviews. Systematic Reviews should deal with a clearly formulated question 
and use systematic and explicit methods to identify, select, and critically assess the 
relevant research. We advise a length of 5000-9000 words, (including 50-150 references 
plus 3-5 figures and/or tables (if required).” The authors should revise the manuscript 
accordingly. 
 
- The title should be changed, example: “Effects of Covid-19 on patients with 
cardiovascular diseases” … 
- The quality of English throughout the manuscript, needs significant improvement before 
further consideration for publication. 
- Authors have to pay attention to the spacing, parentheses, period, comma, upper case, 
hierarchical numbering. 
- The manuscript is poorly written, it contains numerous grammatical errors and typos. 
- The scientific quality of the paper is actually very poor. 
- The discussion needs significant improvement 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
- The abbreviation “SARS” is repeated two times in the fourth line of the introduction 
- The list of references must be formatted correctly and in accordance with the journal's 
guidelines 
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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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