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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 subject is of moderate interest, because it was already evoked many times in the literature. 
- There is a relatively small number of patients included in the study. There may be a selection bias between groups 
1 and 2. The analysis was mainly descriptive except for the multivariate analysis, and there was no forest plot 
included. Therefore the statistical significance of the obtained numbers is uncertain or may lack accuracy 
- The references are old despite their importance. The article needed more updated information especially including 
systematic reviews and meta-analyses 
- Finally, the subject could have been more developed and the statistical analysis more elaborate with also mention 
of the baseline characteristics of the study patients. The logical sequence was missing and the conclusion led to 
data already known to health professionals 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
There were spelling and syntax errors. The phases lacked cohesion at times 
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