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PART  1: Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 

part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimumof3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

Elicitation of Aura migraine by isolated pulmonary arteriovenous fistula through a case study is 
an important aspect in neurology. Migraine with an aura having a relationship with thelungs is 
an interesting aspect. Neurology and migraine are interrelated and here the third angle is the 
lungs here. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

No, a better title can be ‘a case study on elicitation of aura of migraine via arteriovenous 
fistulous intervention in the lungs’.  

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

The abstract should be rewritten with a detailed research methodology.  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

No, there is no section on research methodology. There is no table. There is no comparison. No 
limitation section is mentioned. It is only a case study.  

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

Recent refrences can be mentioned. The reference should be in Vancouver style since the study 
is under clinical domain. 

 

 
Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

Ok, the English can improve further. 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
 

Research methodology section to be written. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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