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Content to be reviewed 

Are the experimental data of the Results true and 

reliable? Not Applicable 

Does the research scope comply with ethics? Yes 

Are additional experiments needed for the study? No 

Will the manuscript’s content be of interest to readers? 

Yes 

Is the manuscript’s text correct, concise, and clear? No 

Do authors only cite their own earlier publications? No 

Are all references related to the topic of the 
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manuscript? Yes 

Do authors omit important references? No 

Are all references necessary and reasonable? No 

Is the content of the Discussion reasonable? Yes 

Is the Conclusion reasonable? Yes 

Are the figures and tables numbered consecutively in 

the order in which they appear in the manuscript? Yes 

Do the selection and design of the figures and tables 

follow the principles of necessity and clarity? No 

Is there any duplication between various parts of the 

manuscript and between the main text and the content 

presented in the figures and tables? No 

Are the quality and resolution of the images up to 

standard? Not Applicable 

Are the experimental data presented in the 

manuscript’s biostatistics content reliable? Not 

Applicable 

Is the description of the experiments clear and 

complete? No 

Is the content of the Materials and Methods complete? 

Yes 

Is the content of the Introduction adequate? Yes 

Are the Key Words complete? Yes 

Does the Abstract contain the contents of each part of 

the manuscript (IMRaD)? Yes 

Do authors’ affiliations correspond to the content of the 

manuscript? Yes 

Is there any Key Word that is not included in the 

manuscript title? No 

Does the manuscript’s content fall within the scope of 
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Scientific quality Grade D (Fair) 

Novelty of this manuscript Grade D (Fair) 

Creativity or innovation of this 

manuscript 
Grade D (Fair) 

Scientific significance of the conclusion 

in this manuscript 
Grade C (Good) 

Language quality Grade C (Good) 

Does this manuscript describe a study of 

the existing knowledge system? 
Yes 

Does this manuscript report a 

revolutionary innovation? 
No 

Does this manuscript report an 

unconventional innovation? 
No 
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The manuscript addresses an important national and global issue . But there needs to be 

major changes that has to be done for the paper to be selected. I have listed some of the 

major changes that needs to be done. 

1) Please try to make the introduction shorter. 

2) There is overlap of MEDLINE AND PUBMED. So you caan mention anyone of the 

search engine 
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3) Important search engines like EMBASE, Scopus, Web of science should be taken into 

consideration. This will increase the quality of the study. 

4) Provide complete search string of at least PubMed. No full Boolean strategy provided. 

5) Inadequate reproducibility 

6) There is no structured Risk of bias summary table. Newcastle Ottawa scale is used 

which is not ideal for case series. When comparative studies are done , a more 

appropiate tool should be used.Robins 1 could have been used for randomised 

comparisons. Given the comparision of success rates and risk ratio, Robins 1 would have 

provided a far more robust assessment of internal validity 

7) Study characterised table should be more detailed.  comprehensive table would have 

been good. As the studies number is more it can be given as supplementary 

8) Eggers is very unreliable with such high heterogeneity 

9) Follow up period of 1 year is very less. Clubfoot relapses occur usually 4 to 5 years 

later.This i a major limitation. As global studies say club foot relapses significantly 

increases after age 4. Short term success doesnot equate to durable correction. 

10) Is the forest plot done for this study? As I COULDNOT forest plot  for success, 

relapse or age reduction are shown in the provided manuscript. 

This review is valuable but methodological refinement is necessary for publication in a 

high impact orthopaedic journal. This a timely and very highly relevant topic. This study  

bridges clinical orthopaedics with health system strenghtening which is a major strength 


