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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 
 

Abstract 
The abstract must be structured in five sections: Background, Objectives, Methods, 
Results, and Conclusions. See the attached file where I suggest a standard text. 
The references are inconsistent. Chose a style according to the journal’s guidelines. 
The methods are described for the ELISA methodology for detecting the NSE (Neuron-
Specific Enolase human ?????) and repeated over and over again. See the attached file 
where I suggest a single description for all ELISA assays. 
The results section cites the “TAS levels”. What is this??????? 
It was not defined. 
I made 216 grammar and stylish corrections to improve the reading of the text. Please, find 
the corrections attached in the reviewer panel. 
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