

Review Form 3



Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	Medical Science: Trends and Innovations

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_4970

	Title of the Manuscript:
	Liver abscess: An Update on current management

	Type of the Article
	Book Chapter



	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The work shows insight into the proper management of liver abscesses. While often an under discussed topic, proper treatment modalities should be reviewed by all clinicians working with populations in which liver abscesses are prevalent. In this fashion, the work holds merit to the overall academic community.
	

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

	Yes
	

	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.

	Almost. First sentence can be revised to include only proper definition without splitting it. Deeper explanations of surgical vs nonsurgical management can be delayed until the content arises later in the chapter. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, however editing needs to be performed for names of bacterial species and acronyms can be used to shorten overall length of the piece. 
	

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

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

	Quality could be improved, and overall flow of language could stand some correction. More frequent punctuation and combining of sentences would be appropriate. 

	

	Optional/General comments

	While scientifically and academically correct, the work needs serious work done to create good flow from topic to topic, as well as some revisions done to address the stuttery language in some sections. Lots of edits need to be made to not just language cohesion, but also sentence structure and efficiency(EG, acronyms and repeating terms frequently)
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

No
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