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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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 
 

 
 
The title of the retrospective study is unique and interesting. 
 
Abstract: very well written, no further corrections required. 
 
Keywords: well presented.  
 
Introduction: Authors are advised to rewrite the first line of the sentence little stronger 

(scientific manner), that is Mucolytics are medications that make the mucus less thick and 

sticky and easier to cough up [1].  Into “Bromhexine is a mucolytic agent, used to break up 

excessive phlegm associated with a chesty cough”.  

Methodology, Results and Discussion, Tables, Conclusion part also are very well 

written, no further correction needed.  

Reference- Properly cited. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Repeated reference should always mention (1, 1a) 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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