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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment
‘SUGGESTIONS’:

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

Title:

AUTOMATED BLOOD ANALYSER AND ITS TESTING
PRINCIPLES- A

COMPARATIVE STUDY

Running Title: A review on automated blood analyser and its
testing principles.

Expression: “... hematology analyser (s) ”

= OBSERVE STRICTLY ALL EDITOR NORMS! =

AUTOMATED BLOOD ANALYSERS AND THEIR TESTING PRINCIPLES
- A COMPARATIVE STUDY

Please, consider to suppress this Subtitle (...Redundant ...?).

This expression is being used repetitively! - Try a similar term (‘this equipment ’?) or
use pronouns.

Please, observe aregular procedure — See Norms.

[dem.

Idem.

Adjust general dimensions and its compatibility with the main text.

This term has been used very repeatedly

Minor REVISION comments

Several words and ‘Reference’ citation

Always use space after a word and the corresponding Reference citation.
- Same procedure after any punctuation and next word...

REFERENCES:
Please, observe punctuation after each Reference!

Optional/General comments

General
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| would suggest a general review of this article!

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment

IAuthor’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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