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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 is very interesting. 
Authors must review the manuscript. The sections of the medical manuscript 
must be respected. The abstract and the content do not have the results 
section, the introduction is very extensive, the authors must write only the 
relevant data, the discussion is disastrous and the conclusion too. 
 
References are displayed in the wrong way. Example: 
  

The text says: 
This study has been undertaken to correlate hypertensive disorders with increasing 
placental maturation and its fetal and maternal outcome. (21-26) 
 
References are from other topics: 
 

21. Behere PB, Das A, Yadav R, Behere AP. Religion and mental health. 
Indian journal of psychiatry. 2013 Jan;55(Suppl 2):S187. 
22. Korde S, Sridharan G, Gadbail A, Poornima V. Nitric oxide and oral 
cancer: A review. Oral oncology. 2012 Jun 1;48(6):475-83. 
23. Gadbail AR, Chaudhary M, Gawande M, Hande A, Sarode S, Tekade SA, 
Korde S, Zade P, Bhowate R, Borle R, Patil S. Oral squamous cell carcinoma in 
the background of oral submucous fibrosis is a distinct clinicopathological 
entity with better prognosis. Journal of Oral Pathology & Medicine. 2017 
Jul;46(6):448-53. 
24. Gadre PK, Ramanojam S, Patankar A, Gadre KS. Nonvascularized bone 
grafting for mandibular reconstruction: myth or reality?. Journal of 
Craniofacial Surgery. 2011 Sep 1;22(5):1727-35. 
25. Sorte K, Sune P, Bhake A, Shivkumar VB, Gangane N, Basak A. 
Quantitative assessment of DNA damage directly in lens epithelial cells from 
senile cataract patients. Molecular vision. 2011;17:1. 
26. Basak S, Rajurkar MN, Mallick SK. Detection of Blastocystis hominis: a 
controversial human pathogen. Parasitology research. 2014 Jan;113(1):261-5. 
The manuscript has no results, tables or figures. 
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Authors must change the structure and content of the entire manuscript.  
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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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