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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
The title of paper needs to reassess as it does not have complete information.
Formatting, reference check and proof reading is required.
Problem statement inside the introduction needs to strengthens.
Kindly indicate proper inclusion and exclusion criteria?
Did the study is blind folded?
How you assess the biases of your study?
Kindly explain in detail about Data collection tools
How did you standardize cold and hot flexible packs?
According to your statement “The findings of this study showed that the use of cold-hot
pack in place of enoxaparin sodium injection is more effective in the size of bruising in
comparison with cold pack”

But how?

You have observed the changes but did you take any picture?
Most of your discussion and observation are without evidence of literature support.
Kindly justify your discussion with last 5 year reference
Table1. Characteristic of samples is not as important but the evidence of your results is
missing without any documentation, standardization, development of instrument to evaluate
or any picture evaluation.

Minor REVISION comments



SDI Review Form 1.6

Created by: EA Checked by: ME Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)

Optional/General 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)
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