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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) In Abstract, group III and class C are written without any explanation in detail 
though such explanation is showed in the body text.  Usually, the readers will 
begin to check the Abstract. 
The authors should explain each classification in Abstract. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1) There are some typing-misses in the line.  For example, D-dimer, d-dimer and D-
Dimer.  Other native speakers must read the revised manuscript before sending 
it to the office. 

 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1) This study is interesting for readers.  The revised manuscript should be 
published as soon as possible. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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