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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1.Introduction: Too short and not have enough information 
2. Objectives: need rewriting as clear goal and the studied techniques must be mentioned. 

3.2 and 3.3: must summarize inclusion and exclusion criteria for patients and articles 
separately.  

3.4 Data extraction and Synthesis of Data: must be replaced by data collection. 

(To compare the effects of several surgical techniques more precisely, a subgroup analysis 
was performed based on: trial intervention): preferred to be deleted. 

Figure 1. Article Search Process: should be written below the figure and should be 
mentioned in the methodology. 
Table 2. studies Characteristic: preferred to be moved to results. 
4.Result: must list more details. 

5.1 Preoperation: must be summarized and moved to methodology 

5.2 Intraoperation: must be summarized and moved to methodology 

5.3 Post operation: must be summarized and moved to methodology 

References: must be rewritten in uniform and known style and internet links must be 
deleted 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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