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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 
 

 
1. Language needs to be toned down, avoiding excessive claims: 
      a. “Could well and truly be another curative approach.” 
      b. “Supporting the need for KT in lateral epicondylitis.” 
      c. “Erasian…conducted a study to prove if KT…” 
      d. “Has been proved.” 
   The word “prove” should never appear in a manuscript. Consider “support.” 
2. The literature search was limited to just 3 years (2016-2019). The authors need to  
    explain why they did not include earlier studies and would be advised to include them. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. ‘Superiorly” is not a word and is redundant anyway, such that the phrase “was superiorly 
     Better simply needs to delete the word “superiorly.” 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1. Overall, the article is actually well written and exceptionally well-organized. 
2. Use of the PEDro scale and presentation in Table 1 are strong points of the paper. 
3. The presumed mechanisms of KT were well explained and a welcome addition. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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