Reviewer’s Template for Technical Note
Journal Title: Journal of Integrative Health Research (JIHR) – An Official Publication of Sankalchand Patel University (SPU), Gujarat, India

[Your Name]
[Your Affiliation]
[Your Email Address]
[Date]

Editor-in-Chief
Journal of Integrative Health Research (JIHR)
Sankalchand Patel University (SPU)
Gujarat, India

Dear Editor-in-Chief,
I have reviewed the manuscript titled "[Manuscript Title]" (Manuscript ID: [ID]) submitted for publication in Journal of Integrative Health Research (JIHR). Below is my detailed evaluation of the manuscript, including scores for key sections, followed by my overall recommendation.
1. Relevance and Innovation (Score: 1-10)
· Comments: [Evaluate the novelty and relevance of the technical note to the field of integrative health research. Does the note address an important technical problem or introduce a new approach, method, tool, or technology?]

2. Clarity of Problem Statement (Score: 1-10)
· Comments: [Assess whether the problem or challenge the technical note addresses is clearly defined. Are the objectives of the technical note easy to understand and well-articulated?]

3. Methodology and Technical Approach (Score: 1-10)
· Comments: [Evaluate the technical approach described in the note. Is the methodology clear, reproducible, and scientifically sound? If the technical note introduces a new tool or method, is it explained in sufficient detail?]

4. Data and Results (Score: 1-10)
· Comments: [Assess the presentation and analysis of any data presented in the technical note. Are results well-organized, clearly presented, and interpreted correctly? Are tables, figures, and other supporting materials appropriate and informative?]

5. Discussion of Limitations and Future Directions (Score: 1-10)
· Comments: [Evaluate how well the limitations of the presented technical approach are discussed. Does the note suggest potential improvements, or indicate how the approach might be used or adapted in the future?]

6. Significance and Potential Impact (Score: 1-10)
· Comments: [Assess the significance of the technical note’s contribution. Does it provide valuable insight, enhance current methods, or offer potential applications that could have a broad impact on the field of integrative health research?]

7. Organization and Structure (Score: 1-10)
· Comments: [Evaluate the overall organization and structure of the manuscript. Is it logically structured and easy to follow? Is the writing clear and concise? Does the manuscript have a clear introduction, methods section, results, and conclusion?]

8. Quality of Figures and Tables (Score: 1-10)
· Comments: [Assess the quality and clarity of any figures, tables, or diagrams. Are they informative and properly labeled? Do they effectively support the text and clarify the methodology or results?]

9. Clarity and Readability of Writing (Score: 1-10)
· Comments: [Assess the writing style. Is the manuscript easy to understand and free from jargon? Are technical terms well-explained, and is the document professionally written?]

10. Ethical Considerations (Score: 1-10)
· Comments: [Assess whether the technical note addresses any ethical issues, if applicable. Are ethical concerns regarding the methodology, data collection, or any relevant subject matter discussed appropriately?]

Overall Recommendation (Score: 1-10)
· Comments: [Provide an overall evaluation of the manuscript. Consider the manuscript’s potential impact, scientific rigor, and clarity. Is the technical note worthy of publication in JIHR?]

Overall Recommendation:
· Accept without revisions
· Minor revisions required
· Major revisions required
· Reject
Rationale for Recommendation:
[Provide a brief explanation for your overall recommendation, summarizing the strengths and areas of improvement for the manuscript.]

Additional Comments for the Author(s):
[Provide constructive feedback for the authors. Suggest improvements or clarifications where necessary. If there are major concerns or weaknesses, provide clear guidance on how they can be addressed.]

Final Remarks for the Editor:
[If applicable, provide any additional remarks for the editor. This may include comments on the manuscript’s relevance to the journal’s scope, its potential for contributing to the field, or any concerns about the methodology that need to be addressed before publication.]

Sincerely,
[Your Name]
[Your Affiliation]
[Your Contact Information]

Notes for Reviewers:
· Score Range: For each section, please rate from 1 to 10, where 1 is poor and 10 is outstanding. Be sure to provide justifications for the scores to help guide the authors and the editor.
· Constructive Feedback: Ensure that your feedback is constructive and detailed, especially when assigning lower scores. Provide specific suggestions for improvement or further clarification.
· Clarity and Precision: Ensure your comments are clear, concise, and free from ambiguity to avoid any misinterpretation by the authors.
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