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EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to editor’s comments 

Comment 1: The boundaries of the design of experiments must be 

limited. 

 

Comment 2: The Significance and Goals should be provided in 

apposite places of the paper. 

 

Comment 3: The Abstract should be strengthened. 

 

Comment 4: Add the following references: 

 

2018. Syrian Case Study: Behçet’s Disease clinical 

symptomatologies, ocular manifestations, and treatment. 

Chronicles of Pharmaceutical Science 2(2), 502–509. 

 

2018. Halothane anesthesia – fact or fallacy? International Journal 

of Drug Safety and Discovery 2(1), 010. 

 

2018. Beyond pain, fear, withdrawal-findings, and problems 

involving change - treatment and application for a chronic 

addiction on alcohol do not end. Drug Designing & Intellectual 

Properties International Journal 2(1), 1–9. 

 

2019. Keeping track of adverse drug reactions in remote areas of 

the world is essential for the improvement of the quality of life at a 

global scale. Advances in Pharmacoepidemiology & Drug Safety 

7(3), e144. 

 

Comment 5: The Conclusion section must be enforced. 

Response 1: The design of study has been given in the Study Design as 
Case-control Study and the study was carried out according to STROBE 
guidelines. 
 
 
Response 2: The goals of the study have been given in the manuscript 
under Introduction heading and the significance of this study have been 
given under Discussion section of manuscript. 
 
 
Response 3: The abstract has been modified and strengthened 
according to the suggestions of the Editor. 
 
 
Response 4: The following references have been added in the 
manuscript in their respective places. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Response 5: The conclusion section has been updated. 

 


