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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

Does it bring something new? OR: Does it corroborate other
rare findings? OR: Does it illustrate complex case
management in a resource-limited setting?

In some reports the first two of these preliminaries are called
aims and the others are known collectively as scope.

Does the study add to the existing knowledgebase?

As the report of a research study, it should be written
under the subheadings: Aim, Methods, Results,
Conclusion. The words ‘material’ and ‘discussion’ should
not appear in the subheadings.

Your conclusions must follow logically from your detailed
findings. Your recommendations must follow logically
from your conclusions. Your introduction should include
everything your readers need to know before they read
the rest of the report.

Minor REVISION comments

The role of scientists is to collect data and transform them into
understanding.

Their role as authors is to present that understanding. However,
going from data to understanding is a multi-step process. Your
conclusions should link your terms of reference (what you were
trying to do, as stated in your introduction) with your findings (what
you found out, as presented in your main body).

Are there key words and do they seem to be appropriate?
Limit your proofreading to one small section at a time.
Then take a short break before proceeding to the next
small section.

Optional/General comments

List the words alphabetically and place the section towards the end
of the report. However, if a large number of readers will need to
familiarise themselves with the vocabulary before reading the
report, it is better to place the glossary at the beginning.

Check the use of English, punctuation and spelling.
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Reviewer's comment

feedback here)

IAuthor’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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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