
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

 

Journal Name:  British Journal of Medicine and Medical Research  

Manuscript Number: Ms_BJMMR_30236 

Title of the Manuscript:  Histopathological Patterns of Larynx Biopsies In Usmanu Danfodiyo University Teaching Hospital 
(UDUTH) Sokoto, North- Western Nigeria From 2002-2012 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is 
scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

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 
 

 
1. Introduction: The author must focus on the 

aims / objectives of the research work. 
2. It must not necessarily contain facts on the 

topic (e.g. No need in the elaboration of the 
anatomy and physiology of the larynx. 

3. There is no need to lay emphasis on the 
diagnosis and treatment of laryngeal 
disorders. 

4. Materials/Methods:  The study area, sample 
of study, etc. must be brief and concise. 

5. There is no need to state all the processes 
involved in the preparation of the 
histological slides. 

6. The author must focus on what he/she has 
done instead of what has been done 
already. 

7. Results: The author must simplify the data 
collected, for instance grouping the ages of 
the patients (i.e. (0-10) years, (11-20) years, 
etc. and not their raw ages. 

8. Discussion: The author must discuss the 
results based on the findings in line with 
the aims/objectives of the research work. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Typographical and grammatical errors are 

to be corrected. 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
This research work is too lengthy and bulky, it will 
be advisable to try to compress it by mentioning  
the important aspects of it instead of the raw facts 
involved.  
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