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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Abstract: it is the authors inform the country, as it becomes relevant to the international 
scientific community. 
 
Method: for structural reasons, the word patient does not need to be together with the word 
method, as it is a sub-item of the same 
 
Although everyone can research the location of Duhok city, it is important to describe it to 
the reader. 
 
Method 
 
It would be better to exchange table 1 for a figure in a “pizza” format visually better. 
 
Table 2 - separating young people from adults in the distribution 
 
Yellow suggestions in the text. 
 
The aim of the article was to review the experience in a 2-year teaching hospital and to 
evaluate the risk factors for PV shunt failure after initial shunt surgery and after subsequent 
reviews. 
The article met the proposed expectations. However, it is important to make small 
adjustments. 
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