Reviewer’s Template for Case Series Article Review
Journal Title: Journal of Integrative Health Research (JIHR) – An Official Publication of Sankalchand Patel University (SPU), Gujarat, India
Thank you for agreeing to review this case series article. Please evaluate each section of the manuscript using a scale of 1 to 10, where 1 is very poor and 10 is outstanding. If you rate any section below 6, please provide detailed explanations and suggestions for improvement.

Manuscript Information
· Title of Manuscript:
· Manuscript ID (if applicable):
· Reviewer’s Name:
· Date of Review:

1. Originality & Relevance (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Does the case series report unique or rare conditions, novel treatment approaches, or uncommon presentations? Is the case series relevant to the current medical field, and does it provide new insights or add to existing knowledge?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

2. Study Design & Objectives (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Are the objectives of the case series clearly stated? Does the study design justify the inclusion of multiple cases? Are the inclusion/exclusion criteria well-defined and appropriate for the study’s goals?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

3. Case Selection & Presentation (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Are the cases selected for the series representative and clinically relevant? Are the clinical presentations, including patient histories and key findings, described clearly and comprehensively for each case?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

4. Diagnostic Workup (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Is the diagnostic workup for each case thoroughly explained? Are the diagnostic methods (e.g., laboratory tests, imaging) appropriate and well-described? Are there any notable diagnostic challenges or findings?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

5. Treatment & Management (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Are the treatment strategies for each case clearly outlined and explained? Are the treatments evidence-based, and do the authors provide a rationale for the choice of treatment? Are any alternative approaches discussed?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

6. Outcome & Follow-Up (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Are the outcomes for each case well-described, and is follow-up information provided? Are the short-term and long-term effects of treatment discussed? Is there an appropriate evaluation of treatment success or failure?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

7. Comparative Analysis & Discussion (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Does the manuscript include a thorough discussion of the cases, including a comparison with other similar case series or studies in the literature? Does it explore any trends, commonalities, or differences among the cases? Is the discussion grounded in current research or clinical practice?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

8. Clarity & Structure (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Is the manuscript well-organized and clearly written? Are the sections (e.g., abstract, introduction, case presentation, discussion) logically structured and easy to follow? Is the language clear and professional throughout the article?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

9. Ethical Considerations (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Are ethical issues adequately addressed in the manuscript, including patient consent and confidentiality? Are there any potential conflicts of interest, and are they clearly stated? Has patient consent been obtained for publication (if applicable)?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

10. References & Citations (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Are the references current, relevant, and adequately cited? Are key studies and similar case series properly referenced? Do the references support the manuscript's findings and conclusions?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

11. Overall Quality (Score: 1-10)
· Criteria: Overall, how would you rate the quality of the manuscript in terms of scientific contribution, clarity, and clinical relevance? Does it meet the standards for publication in a peer-reviewed journal?
· Comments:
· Strengths:
· Weaknesses/Suggestions:

12. Overall Recommendation
· Accept without revisions
· Minor revisions required
· Major revisions required
· Reject

Additional Comments to the Author(s)
Please provide any other comments, suggestions, or recommendations for improving the manuscript. You may also mention areas that could benefit from additional clarity or explanation.

Final Assessment
· Total Score (Out of 10): [Insert Total Score]
(Ensure your total score reflects the overall quality of the case series based on individual section ratings.)

Signature of Reviewer (Optional):
[Name of Reviewer]

Notes for Authors:
· Please ensure that you address the reviewer’s comments carefully and make any necessary revisions before resubmitting your manuscript.
· If you disagree with any of the reviewer’s suggestions, please provide a clear explanation of why in your response to reviewers.
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