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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
1. Present title does not reflect the manuscript hypothesis completely. this should be the

precised one. Abstracted the main subject very well. Key words: does not reflected the
main/ focused subject of manuscript. Background was described well but significance
and present status was not described properly. still to focus on the main hypothesis. 2.
Methods described in details. Results/ observation made by reviewing the subject will
definitely helps in progress the research in the field. The manuscript interpret the
findings/ reviews adequately and appropriately, focusing the key points clearly. the
subject is discussed significance in relation to clinical practice. Tables illustrative of the
paper contents appropriately. The manuscript well, concisely and coherently organized,
but few of the grammatical mistakes are there. 3. The limitations of the study is not
described. The future directions and the questions/issues that remain to be solved are
not described. The publication impact the clinical practice in relation to therapeutic
aspects of minimal change nephrotic syndrome. Research methods and reporting of the
manuscript not completely followed the PRISMA 2009 Checklist - Evidence-Based

Medicine, Systematic review.
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