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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 
 

 
The manuscript contained high-quality prose, exceptional data, arguments, and 
conclusions, embedded firmly in existing literature. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
• Under the study site and patient population – the author did not state the 
population, the total number of cases reviewed from both centers. I suggest that 
you state the target population and sample size. 
• From the second line to the last phrase under the ethical approval subheading, I 
suggest you move the paragraph to the materials and methods section. 
• The heading  - Ethical approval, patients enrolments and follow-ups should be 
reviewed. We further suggest that Ethical Approval should be a stand-alone 
heading while Patients Enrolments and Follow-ups should also stand-alone. 
• The fourth main heading should be “investigations”. Molecular investigations and 
molecular genetic studies should be subheadings under investigations. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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