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Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

a) The principal point of this study was to review the clinical data and therapeutic 
approaches that are effective for the OH-SH syndrome, doing so in the context of three 
clinical cases with various etiologies. 
b) I think that this study is suitable, after minor revision, to be published onto your 
prestigious journal.  
 
            Author is kindly requested to emphasize the current concepts about these issues in 
the context of recent knowledge and the available literature. This article should be quoted in 
the References list. 
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