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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. What are the limitations of this study?  
2. All the analyses in the study were performed using what? 

 
 
 
 
 

Evidently,  as in this study a single case has been examined, caution in 
drawing conclusions is recommendable, and results need to be confirmed 
woth a larger sample. 
 
The statistical analysis has been performed using GraphPad. 

Optional/General comments 
 

It is a good paper though!  
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