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Title: OK

Abstract: Did you obtain written consent from the participants in the study? How did you
sample the participants?

What is the response rate when you gave questionnaire? Give meaningful summary of
results and revise the conclusion.

There seems to be some bias in this study with heterogeneous participants, do you agree?

Methods: Did you obtain written consent

Results: A small summary of the findings would greatly enhance the study article.

Discussion: There is heterogeneous mix of the participants. You say significant impact on
“Quality of Services”, Patients say “they are happy with services”.

Conclusion: Needs revision, stick to your study objectives.
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Tables: OK
References: Revise as per Vancouver Style
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