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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 
 

 
The conclusions to this report were presented in a confusing way. It is unclear thus far what 
the actual aim of this report is. It should be stated both in the introduction and conclusions. 
 
There are useful data presented in Tables 1 and 2. However, the way the authors 
introduced and concluded the report does not give the reader the idea of the clinical 
importance and usefulness of the presented data.  I suggest the authors try to engage the 
reader with the significance of the statistical data reported. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
I suggest a spelling/semantics check throughout the manuscript. 
 
Please provide the clarification of the abbreviations the first time they appear in the 
manuscript – SANT, table 1. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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