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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. Abstract: Remove terms such as: objectives, study design, location and 
duration, results and conclusion. Make a text linking all these points; 
2. Introduction: Which process does it refer to? Why is clinical cancer 
management a problem? I advise you to rewrite the entire first paragraph. 
3. In the second paragraph, the author begins by saying that radiotherapy 
preserves structures, and at the end of the paragraph, the author ends up 
pointing out possible harmful effects, including structural ones. 
4. I felt the lack of statistical data relevant to the research, as well as a better 
explanation of what mucositis is, better explained causes and effects, as this 
is part of the central theme, a better explanation is appropriate, as well as 
radiotherapy. 
5. In the materials and methods, he says that the author used an antifungal 
agent, and talked about candidiasis, but the mucositis studied in the 
research was not specified in the introduction. 
6. The graphs of the results need to be revised, mainly the structures of the 
tables, it is similar to tables and not tables; 
7. Better conceptualize the term xerostomia in the introduction; 

             8. Better rewrite the conclusion. 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 
 

http://ditdo.in/jpri
https://www.journaljpri.com/index.php/JPRI/editorial-policy


 

 Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
 
 
 
 
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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