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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 
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Dear author 
I highly appreciate your hard work on this manuscript, but I have few remarks: 
1. Sort the keywords alphabetically. 
2. Enrich the introduction by adding more references. 
3. Data related to follow-up drug use is less comprehensive, how to ensure that the drugs 

consumed are in accordance with the doctor's prescription without any additional drugs? 
4. The discussion should present more findings from cases, research or other reference reviews. 
5. For journal references, use the last 5-10 years. 
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