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PART 2:  
FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 
- Abstract should be more informative about the way controls and 

cases are split to 3 groups (i.e. authors should mention the 
difference between groups1,2,3 and the difference between 
groups 4,5,6). Authors still failed to mention the differences in 
the revised manuscript. 

Introduction: 
- There is no need to put general information like definition of 

CVD or how blood clots and thrombi cause ischemic stroke as 
they serve nothing to support the aim of the study. 
Authors insist on putting such information when it is not relevant 
to the work done and it is well known to even non-medical 
persons and serves nothing to the purpose of the study and so 
should be removed. 
This is a link to an article to aid the authors in the future: 
https://www.elsevier.com/connect/11-steps-to-structuring-a-
science-paper-editors-will-take-seriously 

- Table 1 actually belongs to the methodology section because it 
describes cut-offs and does not include results. 

There is an overlap of numbers in table 3 (at the row of TG in the 
old version …. now the 95% CI is empty instead of overlapped). 
N.B. CI is written as CL and should be corrected. 
- Authors responded to query about other risk factors:” We have 

result for them, but it was not shown.”. please add to the 
results section because these are very important data. 
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