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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 
 

 
 

1. The topic is relevant, nevertheless, the paper has to be improved 
 

2. It’s better not to use abbreviation in abstract part. And also in first time; for example: ATT, SNHL, 
SLCS, … 

3. Case report: it’s better to write the doses of medications and follow up approach. The authors 
should explain in more details about duration and dose of steroid and immunomodulatory treatment 
and also about the time of tapering treatment after recovery. 

4. It’s better to summarize your selected findings in a table rather than text. 
5. Comparison of clinical findings, para-clinical, predisposing factor and etc. in other studies helps to 

strengthen present study. 
6. The discussion has to be re-written. It is not well structured and consists mainly of a thorough 

repetition of the results. 
7. Format the references according to the instructions to authors.   If there are more than six authors, 

the first three should be listed followed by ‘et al’. 
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