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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 

 

In subject and method section: 
You already mentioned the inclusion criteria so , why 
did you mention section 2-2,  for confirmation , add 
what else in the upper  section before exclusion 
criteria. 
Also, you should have mention the approval of the 
ethical committee at your affiliation since you are 
dealing with patients. 
You should mention “GERD” in the full name. 
In results : 
Section 2-4-4, you should mention that chi square 
and t-test were used to compare data. 
In tables 1 & 2 you did not mention the comparison 
between positive and negative  
The sign “*” in table 3 should be omitted since your 
results are statistically not significant. Just mark it on 
the significant one. 
Legends are needed under tables 1 & 3 to mention 
abbreviations and p value. 
In discussion : 
It is perfectly written but needs your 
recommendations. 
In conclusion: 
You just mentioned the summary of your results, it 
needs to rephrase these results in a way that 
provides the quality of your work  
In ethical approval: 
Why doesn′t it applicable? 
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Are perfectly written but the most are old, needs to 
be updated. 

Ethical Issues: Yes 
There should be an informed written consent 
signed from participants and has taken the 
ethical approval of the ethical committee at 
your affliation  

 

Minor REVISION comments  

 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

The manuscript is well written with minor mistakes 
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