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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 
 

 
The topic discussed in the article is very important and pertinent in today’s scenario.  
However the article may be re-written in the light of the following mentioned points:   

1) The introduction section should reveal the objective of the article. Though the abstract 

section indicates it, we do not find any mention of goal/objective of the research in this 

section 

2) The article can be structured in a better way. The sections like “Who is an organ 

donor?”, “Organ donors are broadly divided into three categories”  “Organs that can 

be donated” may be renamed or may be omitted depending on the objectives set by 

the authors 

3) The name of the article indicate various factors which impede the process of organ 
donation in India. However it is found that out of total 2278 words of the whole 
research paper, only 700 words are actually associated with roadblocks of organ 
donation. 

4) The requirement of legislation associated with organ donation mention in this research 

paper is not clear, as the objectives are not defined. 

5) The author should elaborate on the findings of different studies specially from India 

which are mentioned in reference section. The challenges mentioned by the author 

like ‘socio-cultural barrier” “death, a taboo subject” enjoy only 1-2 references. 
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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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