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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this 
manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? A minimumof3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The study carried by the  authors is of significant importance keeping in view  its 
demographic profile  and the increasing cases of poisoning  in different tertiary  
hospitals in India 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Yes  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the 
addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please 
write your suggestions here. 

 

Adequate   

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? YES  

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness 
of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is 
scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimumof3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

The present study is an observational study on the demographic profile of poisoning 
cases in South India which may be of help to the Poison IinformationCentre  for better 
management/prevention of poisoning cases . 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the 
review form. 
- 

Adequate   
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for 
scholarly communications? 

 

 
 
Satisfactory  
 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
 

 
Comments: 
 
The followings points need to be consideredfor  its  publicationas  a chapter : 
 

1)   The frequency data of different demographic profiles  given in the tabular 
forms  may also   be shown in the pictorial form in terms of bar charts/graphs  
for better elucidation keeping in view that it is to be published as a chapter 
now. 

2)  The paper must discuss briefly ( around 150-200 words)  in the conclusion the 
importance of their  observed findings. This may be in terms of the regional 
significance, its importance in setting up a poison information centre for better 
management  and prevention of the poison cases etc.   rather than simply 
concluding by reporting the different observations  in a tertiary care centre. 

3)  The Annexure -1 does not mention in its column the word “ Score” on the top 
of the chart  against  different parameters mentioned therein. 

4)  Under socio economic status in “Annexure- 1” , the occupation table should 
have the word “Professional”  in place of “ Profession”.  

5) The references need to be quoted  in the  text citation  as per the standard  
format of  citation such as APA etc. which has not been followed. 

6)  The references particularly  the  text book references no. 1 &3  should also 
mention the concerned page numbers of the particular edition for easy 
accessibility  to the readers.   

7)  The modifiedKuppuswamy Scale should have its reference as well in the  
bibliography keeping in view its importance in the study.  

8) The article has grammatical mistakes  to mention a few  such as 
Sirjanap(P)ant, one of the important parameter(s), one of the common way(s) 
for committing suicide, m (M)ani et al., Kuppus(w)amy scale  etc.( and many 
others ) which need to be corrected . 
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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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