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Compulsory REVISION comments

the article is clear and interesting from a clinical point of view

Thank you very much for the comment. We tried to make our article as clear
and enticing as we could. We truly appreciate your kind words.
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There are no ethical issues within our article. Our research have obtained the
ethical clearance needed from the Research Ethics Committee of Dr.Moewardi
Hospital, Surakarta (No. 771/ VI / HREC / 2020).
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