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Compulsory REVISION comments 
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Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

The statement written in conclusion: A higher Family 
history may be related to the common tradition of 
arranged marriage between relatives; should be erased 
and just put in discussion because the author did not 
do any analysis regarding this statement.  

This research was done to compare with other RA 
populations and with Kuwaiti general population, but in 
conclusion (in abstract) there was just comparison to 
other RA populations and not with Kuwaiti general 
population. So it should be revised. 

 

 

Statement deleted from conclusion of both 

abstract and main text. 

 

 

 

 

As suggested, a comparison with Kuwait general 

population was added to the conclusion of the 

abstract. Also a comparison of gender with 

Kuwait general population was added to the text 

(with its reference). 
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Good research 
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