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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 
 

Please comment on the change in oral temperature circadian rhythm in patients with 
subacute thyroiditis also. 
 
Small spelling mistakes need to be corrected in introduction section. 
 
In the section of body temperature-  The sentence can be reframed as ‘when the 
person is exposed to cold temperature’  instead of when the person is too cold 
 
Please start the sentence properly in synthesis, normal levels and function of 
thyroid hormones 
 
How did the author made a diagnosis of non T3 hyperthyroid? 

 

 

The manuscript has been modified thoroughly 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Please make sure the sentences make a logical meaning and should have a good start. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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