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 Please specify the geographical area where the study was conducted and also the study 
design.   

 Abstract: It is more relevant to mention that the study is cross-sectional research rather than 
limiting it to descriptive design. Conclusions: It is more pertinent to draw conclusions instead of merely 
recalling the results of the present research.   
Please respond to the following questions and incorporate these elements into the final manuscript:   
• How did you calculate the sample size?   
• How did you choose the sampling method? Is it exhaustive or another method?   
• Did you include patients with transient ischemic attacks?   
• Was the study approved by an ethics committee?   
• Since this research concerns risk factors, an analytical approach could contribute to the 
conclusions of the study. Why did you limit yourself to a descriptive level?   
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