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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

Abstract

1. Clarify the background, aims and objectives in these lines “The steady
decrease of kidney function is referred to as chronic kidney disease. The kidney
function is measured by Golmerular Filtration Rate (GFR). According to Ayurveda
the CKD can be correlated to Mutraghatabecause of similarity of symptoms. In
Ayurveda Mutraghata is described under Mutrarogawhich comes under
Mutravahastrotas (urinary system)”.

2. Results is not explain here “Subjective and objectives outcomes will be
assessed by statistical analysis. Conclusion: It will be drawn from the result
obtained”

Introduction

1. 1didn’t find any references / citation in the introduction, add recent papers
citation because this work is the comparisons of current and future.

2. Restis fine

Methodology
1. Looks ordinary cite with references.
Results

1. Didn’t find any results comparisons of current and future work related to
kidney diseases

2. Time chart is not necessary

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

The current paper is good enough, and | recommend for publication
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