
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6  

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

 

Journal Name:  International Journal of TROPICAL DISEASE & Health  
Manuscript Number: Ms_IJTDH_31438 
Title of the Manuscript:  CLINICAL PROFILE AND FACTORS ASSOCIATED TO POOR OUT COME IN CHILDHOOD 

TUBERCULOUS MENINGITIS IN A DEVELOPING COUNTRY 

Type of the Article Original Research 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 
 

• Mention the type of study in the title 
 

• Reframe sentence 11 
• Sentence 52 must be central nervous 

system not cerebral nervous system 
• Minus sign is missing in sentence 95 with 

regards to standard deviation 
• All references to be in Vancouver technique 

 
 

• Please declare the conflict of interest if any 
 
 

• The type of study was mentioned “A 10 
years case review” 

• The sentence 11 was reviewed 
• The word “central” was replaced by 

“cerebral” 
• Minus sign “-“ was added at sentence 

95 
• The references was reviewed 

according to Vancouver technique and 
the journal guidelines 

• The conflict of interest was declared at 
the end of the methodology. 

Minor  REVISION comments 
 

 
Methodology is too lengthy 
 
 

The methodology was slightly rewrote, but 
most of the information was kept because 
there are important for each aspect of the 
methods. 
Thank you for your valuable expertise.   
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