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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 
 

Author needs to put punctuation marks within the topic to make it distinct 
Authors detail needed to be included immediately after the topic 
The abstract should be modified to include the total number of subjects used from 
india, mode of selection and Aim/objective of the study 
Write-up under definition should have come under introduction, kindly correct 
The words fronts are note the same and the paragraphs are not justified, Also there 
are much spaces as found above table 1 
Author do not number the sub-topics, and the one he captioned treatment should 
have been management. Also he failed to mention insulin administration as 
management strategy apart from the mentioned drugs/chemotherapy because drugs 
mentioned are for blood pressure/ eGFR control 
References should be corrected to  follow international standard e.g in NO 1, et al 
and August should be removed. 
 

We have modified the manuscript as per the suggestion 
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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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