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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

It will properly give guide for the management or 

reducing the size of post natal diastasis recti 

following delivery of the baby. 

 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments 

 

Efficacy of Tupler Technique on Reducing Post Natal 

Diastasis Recti 

 

The title of the article is excellent and it carries a valuable 

informative massage to the gynaecologist/physicians or 

any medical professionals who deals with woman during 

their pregnancy period and following delivery of their 

baby. It will properly give guide for the management or 

reducing the size of post natal diastasis recti following 

delivery of the baby. The article can be accepted for 

publication in BJAST of the next issue following proposed 

modification. 

• There is some spelling mistakes found in the 

entire paper. It needs s revision.  

• Revision of grammar is mandatory. 

• Themes of the sentences are not fully clarified to 

the readers. It needs revision.  

• The article submitted not properly maintained 

the format of the journal. 

• It is necessary to mention the authors’ 

contribution. 

• Are there any conflicts of interest in this study?  

• What is about funding of the study? 

• It is not mentioned about the funding of the 
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study. 

• The citation quoted not appropriately 

maintained the format of the journal ---in the 

text/discussion/reference list. 

• What are the limitations of the study? 

• The value of P must be in italic form and it 

should be expressed as 0.0004(for example), not 

<0.001. 
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