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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 – Add the ethic review number or the protocol number related to the Institutional Review 
Board. Methods, Parag 1.  
2 – This sentence describing the patients is too long. Separate, in numbers, semicolons 
and periods, each reason that one patient was selected for the study. After this, separate 
again, in the same way, the reasons why a patient was excluded. Methods, Parag 1. 
3 – Better describe the effects of your treatment in the patients. It is not clear if the results 
were the same for all patients regarding their previous condition. Results, Parag 4. 
4 – Correct the use of “till” in the Results. DO NOT use informal English in a scientific 
paper. Results, Parag 4. Many times, through Discussion. 
5 – Review English through all the paper. Some informal language as also problems with 
punctuation should be revised. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1 – Minor changes in writing though the text. 
2 – Add the SPSS version 23.0 reference. Methods, Parag 2. 
3 – Separate Table I by sex. Results. 
4 – Is it relevant to your study to know the prevalence of male subjects than female 
subjects? I think it is not, then, I suggest you remove the paragraph. Discussion, Parag 2. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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