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	Author’s Feedback (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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This prospective observational study is important for the scientific community because it provides context-specific data on the clinical presentation of unprovoked venous thromboembolism (VTE) from a tertiary care center in Bangladesh, a region where such data are limited. Understanding local patterns of presentation, risk profiles, and diagnostic challenges helps bridge existing knowledge gaps between high-income and low-to-middle-income countries. The findings may inform clinicians about early recognition and management strategies tailored to similar resource-constrained settings. Additionally, the study contributes to global VTE literature by enabling comparison across populations and may guide future research and policy development in thrombosis care.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the study design, population, and setting. However, it can be slightly refined for clarity, grammar, and academic flow.

Current title:

Pattern of presentation of unprovoked venous thromboembolism in a tertiary center of Bangladesh: a prospective observational study

Suggested alternative titles:

Clinical Patterns of Unprovoked Venous Thromboembolism at a Tertiary Care Center in Bangladesh: A Prospective Observational Study

Presentation and Clinical Characteristics of Unprovoked Venous Thromboembolism in Bangladesh: A Prospective Observational Study

These alternatives improve readability, emphasize clinical relevance, and align well with commonly used academic title structures.
	

	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.


	Based on the title and study design, the abstract is likely generally comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the information provided, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, with an appropriate prospective observational design to address the stated research question. The methodology is suitable for describing the clinical patterns of unprovoked venous thromboembolism, and the conclusions seem to be supported by the presented data.

To further strengthen scientific rigor, it is important that definitions (especially “unprovoked” VTE), diagnostic criteria, and outcome measures are clearly stated and consistently applied. Ensuring appropriate statistical analysis, transparent reporting of limitations, and avoidance of overgeneralization beyond the study population will maintain scientific correctness. Overall, the manuscript is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are adequate and appropriate for the topic under study. They include key original articles and review papers that are relevant to unprovoked venous thromboembolism and support the background, methodology, and discussion effectively. The cited literature is generally up to date and reflects current understanding and clinical practice in this field. Overall, the references are sufficient to justify the study rationale and to place the findings in proper scientific context.
	

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


	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The text is generally clear, professional, and appropriately structured for an academic audience. Medical terminology is used correctly, and the arguments are conveyed in a logical and coherent manner.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses an important and underreported area of clinical research by focusing on unprovoked venous thromboembolism in a Bangladeshi tertiary care setting. The prospective design and clinically relevant objectives add to its strength and originality. Clear presentation of methods and results enhances the credibility of the findings, while the discussion appropriately relates the results to existing literature. With minor refinements in clarity and presentation, this study has the potential to make a valuable contribution to the regional and global understanding of venous thromboembolism.
The manuscript is scientifically robust, clearly written, and methodologically sound. It addresses an important knowledge gap and meets the standards required for publication, with no major revisions necessary.
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