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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Yes
Literature reviews are extremely useful these days, because most people do not have enough time to read, evaluate, and synthesize all the medical scientific literature on every topic they might want to know about. So literature reviews serve the crucial function of providing an overview guide about what is currently known on some specific topic.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
Medicine and science have their own writing styles, which are different from the ideal writing styles in other fields, such as Law, Government, Literature, History, Philosophy, etc. Medicine uses a clean, direct, modern writing style. As a patient, you would not want to go to a hospital that was dirty, cluttered with outdated junk, cold, and lifeless.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes, The abstract should (1) state the principal objectives and scope of the investigation,(2) describe the methods employed, (3) summarize the results, and(4) state the principal conclusions. The importance of the conclusions is indicatedby the fact that they are often given three times: once in the abstract, again in the introduction, and again (in more detail, probably)in the discussion. Becausean abstract is required by most journals and because

a meeting abstract is a requirement for participation in a great many national and international meetings (participation sometimes being determined on the basis of submitted abstracts), scientists should master the fundamentals of abstract preparation.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes, The first section of the text proper should, of course, be the introduction. The purpose of the introduction is to supply sufficient background information to allow the reader to understand and evaluate the results of the present study without needing to refer to previous publications on the topic. The introduction should also provide the rationale for the present study. Above all, you should state briefly and clearly your purpose in writing the paper. Choose references carefully to provide the most importantbackground information.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	Yes
The most important Factor to worry about, however, is a proper appreciation of the value of the photographs for the story you are presenting. The value can range from essentially zero (in which case, like useless tablesand graphs,they should not be submitted) to a value that transcends that of the text itself.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	 No, CITATIONS IN THE TEXT, REFERENCE STYLES
This is an example of how to format the reference for a journal paper, in

Vancouver style:

Haynes RB, Mulrow CD, Huth EJ, Altman DG, Gardner MJ. More

Informative Abstracts Revisited. Ann Intern Med. 1990; 113: 69–76.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes

	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Try to presentthe principles, relationships, and generalizations shown by the results. And bear in mind, in a good discussion, you discuss—youdo not recapitulate—the results
2.Show how your results and interpretations agree (or contrast) with previously published work.
3. Summarize your evidence for each conclusion
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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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