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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed 

with reviewer, correct the 

manuscript and highlight that 
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Compulsory REVISION 

comments 

 

The authors present results of their study on clinicoepidemiologic features cutaneous leishmaniasis 

in KPK region diagnosed clinically, tissue smears, culture and/or PCR. Although a well written 

manuscript in an essay form, it does not convey the results of the study. The authors need to provide 

results of actual number of patients and lesions studied and their clinicoepidemiological features. 

How many smears, culture, PCR tests performed and their positivity rates. All three procedures are 

important for epidemiological studies with their own limitations. Smears provide/confirm diagnosis 

instantly while culture and PCR are needed for species identification. Then they need to make a 

discussion in the context of available literature at regional and world level. Whether their results are 

similar or different and reasons thereof, if any.   

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

References: Too many, some of them very old. Need to be reduced in number. 
Images: Fig 3. Needs a better quality image as it pertains to tissue smear, an important initial 
diagnostic procedure.  

 

Optional/General 

comments 

 

1. Manuscript needs major revision 
2. Grammar and syntax needs improvement. 
3. Check References for completeness and style.  
4. Modify abstract after revision 

5. Ethical issue- In Methodology- Needs to specify whether study had 

permission from 'Institutional Ethics Board' and had 'patients consent' 
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