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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 
 

Line 20. These abbreviations are not necessary. 
Line 38. Describe the meaning of WHO. 
Line 46. What is DRC? Make geographic description of DRC. 
Line 91. Which classification was used. Put in the references. 
Line 133. Correlation with clinical diagnosis of Graves' disease, because 
laboratory diagnosis was not possible. 
Line 141. What Fleury's studies say? 
Line 142. Include WHO classification in references. 
Line 158. Can clinical treatment be effective for what? 
Line 172. Enter the reference number. 
References should be in accordance with the guidelines of the journal. 
Line 183. What does XXX mean? 

The conclusions do not refer to the results and objectives of the study. With 23 
cases it is not possible to state that goiters are a public health problem 
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As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
Kindly see the following link:  
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