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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 
 

Introduction is insufficient. 
Material and methods are not concrete, they have to define the day of preop when all 
this was taken, in the postoperative period also. 
In the observations, there is no tabulation of the findings. The postoperative 
nutrition is dependent on the cause of surgery also, so it needs correlation as it 
becomes a confounding factor, similarly the duration of stay is dependent on the 
type and cause of surgery. All these factors need to be addressed. 
In the discussion, the study population of the previous studies need to be compared 
with the present study 
The conclusion is ineffective 
The reference are not in Vancouver style and many of them are too old. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Overall, the manuscript is not well-written and there is apparent loss of focus along with 
syntax and language errors 
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