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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 
 

This research could be relevant in the field of study, considering the data about post-partum 
depression and associations with some socioeconomic variables. The study is interesting but in 
present form, seems a very preliminary manuscript, which requires some adjustments. 
Recommendations are as follow: 
   

1) Abstract. This section fail to show the real problem and the relevance of the study. It is 
important rewrite this section and highlights the importance of study and implications. 

2) Keywords. “Postpartum women” is not a adequate, it is obvious that postpartum occurs in 
women. Please consider change it. 

3) Introduction. This section is really long (approximately 7 pages) and unorganized and it 
requires being rewrite. In present form this section seems like a review note, but fail to put 
in context the study, actually, much information included in the introduction is not 
necessary. I recommend structure the introduction in 4 paragraphs: 1. What is the problem 
of study? 2. What about of the problem studied?  3. What is not known about of the 
problem, and 4. What is the relevance of present study and potential contribution? 

4) Materials and methods. This section requires to be reorganized. It is necessary that in a 
specific section include all ethics references at international level that characterize present 
investigation. It is evident that at the end of the manuscript some comments about ethic 
are included, but also is necessary to include the number of authorization of the protocol 
by the committee and the international guidelines for investigation in humans (i.e. Code of 
Nuremberg, Declaration of Helsinki, etc). Also it is necessary to include criteria of 
inclusion, exclusion and elimination in the study. Also it is necessary to indicate if the 
scales used in the present investigation are validated in the population studied. 

5) Statistic section. It is necessary to specify the statistical test used in each section of the 
study. 

6) Discussion. Respect to introduction, discussion section is really short and fail to 
discusses the own data, in some case it is a resume of results, but they are not sufficient 
discusses and contrasted with other published data. It is necessary to discusses each one 
of the variables, and then realize a interpretation of the own results. 

7) It is recommendable that authors carefully review the text of all manuscript; there are a lot 
of typo, grammar, and syntactic errors. Also it is necessary review the language, in a 
scientific and technical context. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Please carefully review the references section, some references are in a different format, and 
some of them are incomplete (example see reference 11, is it a book, chapter, paper or…?).     

 

Optional/General comments 
 

There are not additional 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) 
 
It is necessary to include the number or code of authorization of protocol. Additionally is necessary to include the international ethics 
guidelines in which this study was realized. 
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If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related 
proofs or web links. 

 
Some sentences of the manuscript are equal to section of published works. 
For example: second sentence of introduction is equal to published in 
https://www.who.int/mental_health/prevention/suicide/lit_review_postpartum_depression.pdf 
Included the references cited in text of this last text. 
 
The second paragraph has more of 64% of plagiarism (red text), see next image: 
 

 
 

 

 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Juan Francisco Rodríguez Landa 
Department, University & Country Universidad Veracruzana, Mexico 

 


