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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
I would like to thank you for inviting me to review this manuscript. In the present study,

a narrative technique was used to explore available rehabilitation facilities for patients

with neurogenic bladder after spinal cord injury. In my view the research idea is of great

interest but the study could benefit from more precision. This would enhance the quality

of the study and interest to the scientific community. 1. The format and structure of

article should be improved as is mentioned in the author guideline for manuscript

submission. 2. I can’t find the materials and method section. This section can effectively

include some information concerning search strategy and the narrative technique. 3. It

is suggested that the discussion section be reconsidered in terms of study limitations. 4.

A conclusion section should be added to the end of the article. This section can be

briefly described the implications of the study, followed by recommendations for future

studies. 5. Finally, I suggest that the manuscript is proofread by a native English

speaker or Editing service. So please make sure there are no English errors.
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Well written manuscript A brief note on urodynamic testing, biofeedback and types of

physiotherapy techniques need to be mentioned, as they form the basics of treatment of

neurogenic bladder Few spelling and grammatical errors need to be revised
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These are basic information about routine nursing care for patients with neurogenic

bladder following spinal cord injury. Perineal care and catheter toilet for patients with

indwelling catheter should also be emphasized. The use of suprapubic catheter versus

transurethral indwelling catheter is also worth mentioning.
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