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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. There should be a clear hypothesis of the study. 

 
2. Objectives should be divided as ‘Primary objective’ and ‘Secondary 

Objective’. 
 

3. Sample size calculation needs to be explained scientifically. It is not clear. 
 
 

4. How will you determine the severity of overall illness of the patients? Some 
scoring system should be used. 
 

5. How will you decide whether to do a CT scan or MRI?  
 

6. For how long will you follow up/monitor patients? What is the end point of 
the study? 
 

 
7. How does stroke result in end organ insufficiency? Why are you monitoring 

only kidney and heart?  
 

8. What prognostic parameters will you look at? Mortality? Quality of life?  
             At what time interval? 
 

9. Will ethical approval be taken for the study? 
 

10. The English is very poor. Some of it is in future tense and some in past 
tense? Please correct it. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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