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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 
 

1. What do the authors mean when they say “To be able to personally use the 3D 

printer at home, the patient needs to be given a special training. Even so, he/she 

might not be able to identify and correct the deformities in the design itself which 

could highly likely alter the bioavailability and other aspects of drug.[30]”. If this is 

what they have understood of “personalised medicine” they are most likely on the 

wrong track. 

2. It was not possible to relate the main objective of the manuscript to COVID-

pandemic. Furthermore; the authors seem to focused on not one main topic but 

several unrelated topics. 

As per the reviewer suggestion, corrections has been done. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1) Abbreviations should be checked to consistant in the text:  e.g. 3D printing or 3DP? 

What  is 3DBP? 

2) References in the text should be revised: e.g. ….. [8,9]. 

3) Figure 1A should be revised for typo mistakes 

4) Table 1 should be revised for typo mistakes 

5) In Figure 4, the arrows seem to be displaced in the text. 

As per the reviewer suggestion, corrections has been done. 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 
 
 
PART  2:  
 

 
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) 
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