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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 
 

I congratulate the authors for discussing this relevant topic, but I have made some 
suggestions. Overall, the work is well written, needing some adjustments for 
publication. I ask the editors if the theme of the manuscript is in line with the scope 
proposed by the journal. In this case, I recommend reviewing the English language 
and reviewing the CARE guideline to assist in structuring the work (available at: 
https://www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/care/), if there is a change to 
case reporting. The other specific comments are available in the manuscript. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Very politely, I ask the authors to check the specific comments included in the 
manuscript. 
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