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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

The said article has been reviewed and enclosing herewith my comments.

The paper is well written. This is a very interesting study and author/ s have collected a
unique dataset. The given analysis seems to have good social relevance. All the necessary
information regarding Shwitra disease and subsequent Ayurvedic treatment have been
discussed. Assessment grading for various subjective parameters were mentioned in neat
tabular form. Comparison for before and after the treatment has been done in systematic
manner. The article is generally well structured. The paper has a potential to be accepted
for the publication

Minor REVISION comments

SUGGESTIONS:

1. More extensive literature review needs to be conducted

2. Inintroduction section, first of all, to clear the rationale of study, the study significance
should be carefully discussed, what was the need of performing the present study. It
should not be unnecessarily lengthy and should be precisely oriented towards the aim
of the authors?

3. Sampling methods need to discussed more in detail.

4. The most significant point is, Shwitra is very common disease and there are so many
allopathic medicines are already available in the market. These medicines are very
rapid in action having said that few side effects have been observed. So, in my opinion
this point should point should have been addressed. This comparison study / analysis
could have been done to prove the utility of Ayurvedic treatment over allopathic
medicines. (it's a optional part)

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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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