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INTRODUCTION:
The journal encourages a wide range of manuscripts from the broader domains of basic and applied health sciences, clinical and translational research, public health and health professions education. All the manuscripts submitted for publishing must be written in compliance with the journal’s instruction to authors and are subjected to double blinded peer-review. 

GUIDELINES FOR REVIEWER:
To maintain scientific quality, the reviewers are required to assess the manuscript upon following elements:
1. Novelty and originality: Does the article contain material that is new or adds significantly to pre-existing knowledge?
2. Importance and impact: Are the presented results of significant importance and impact to advancement in the relevant field? Is this article likely to be cited in the future?
3. Appropriateness of study design/methods: Is the article scientifically sound? Does it provide sufficient in-depth discussion or understanding in view of its application?
4. Appropriateness of referencing: Has adequate credit been given to other contributors in the field? Are the references complete and written correctly?
5. Completeness of manuscript: Does the manuscript meet publishable standards of the journal in terms of concepts, structure, clarity of statistical data, tables and diagrams.
6. Reviewers proposal to the course of action may be to: 
a. Accept the paper as presented
b. Repeat the review process after changes recommended by reviewer
c. Reject the paper

CLASSIFICATION OF MANUSCRIPT:
The journal classifies manuscripts as follows: 
1. Original Research Article: Manuscripts presenting the results of original research that have not been previously published.
2. Review Article: Manuscript containing critical evaluation of current research in a specific area, with the content clear enough to permit a good insight into the subject matter.
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