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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 
 

1- Line 7: I suggest making a subtitle for background as first part of the abstract section. 
2- Line 38-41: These sentences need citation(s).  
3- Line 52: No need for the background subtitle  Please delete. 
4- Line 55-60: These sentences need citation(s).  
5- Line 64: In another study by Koksvik et al., they  In another study by Koksvik et al. [9] 
they. 
6- Line 67: deterioration of clinical status [9].  deterioration of clinical status [9]. 
7- Line 73: quality of life will be studied  quality of life is studied. 
8- Line 88: I suggest making figure (1) in this place to clears data. 
9- Line 167: In table (2)  You should make a column for percentage. 
10- Line 194: I suggest making figure (4) in this place to clears data. 
11- Line 275-277: This part is really a recommendation; Please make a subtitle for 
recommendation after the conclusion section. 
12- In the results section: I can’t find the presented figures in the presented tables and 
figures  I suggest illustrating these results in tables. 
13- In the discussion section: I think that this a literature review but not a discussion for 
your results that not illustrated in the manuscript. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
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Optional/General comments 
 

1- When you use an abbreviation you should mention the full term at the first time. 
2- Please follow the system of the journal in writing the references in the manuscript; text 
and list of references. 
3- Please follow my comments all over the manuscript. 
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