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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 
 

 
This paper will make a valuable contribution to the scientific literature but requires 
some careful editing and a number of statements are made that require literature 
citations to substantiate the comments. In a few cases, authors are cited but there is 
no reference in the bibliography.  
 
In many cases, the authors assume medical knowledge by the reader and the paper 
would be improved by explaining several on these terms. 
 

 
 
Done Accordingly  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Careful editing is necessary. 
 
NOTE: it would be helpful if reviewers could attach a file that has the review comments 
inserted in the text – this is commonplace for many journals and should make the 
review process far more efficient and helpful for the authors. 
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
The paper seems to alternate between a “folksy” approach and a far more austere 3rd person 
and scientific review writing style – the latter is preferable. 
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