
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

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

 
Journal Name: Advances in Research 

Manuscript Number: 2014_AIR_13607   

Title of the Manuscript:  Effectiveness of Physiotherapy in the improvement of the perception of quality of life in patients with 

hemophilia.A systematicreview. 

Type of the Article Review 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 

 

Many grammatically incorrect sentences in English, 

especially lines 19, 22-30, 39, 44, 72, 84, 98, 137, 145, 

178, 191, 215, 241-244, 259-265, 269, 274, 280-281, 283, 

293-296, 317 and may others. This makes the manuscript 

very difficult to read and to understand what the author 

wanted to say.  

 

 

 

We have made all the changes that the 

reviewer recommended us to. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

1. In line 140 author states that “only one of these 

articles [35]…” however, the author analyses the 

study of von Mackensen et al. (23). Needs to be 

clarified or corrected.  

2. In line 178 author states that patients had viral 

infection as a result of pharmacological therapy. 

It needs to be clarifies what kind of viral 

infection and from what kind of pharmacological 

therapy.  

3. In line 231-232 the author repeats unnecessary 

information about mean age which is already 

described in lines 175-176.  

4. In line 187 the author states “a period of 12 

months”, however later in lines 229 and 314 it 

appears a period of 12 weeks. Needs to be 

clarified. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

We have made all the changes that the 

reviewer recommended us to. 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

Because of incorrect English the manuscript is extremely 

difficult to understand.  

The issue about influence of physical therapy on QoL of 

patients of haemophilia is interesting and important.  

 

 


