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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 
 

 
The 'article is interesting.  It addresses a frequently encountered clinical problem. The methodology is well 
structured.   
However, some points need to be highlighted 
 
- in the methods part the exclusion criteria should be included in a more schematic picture. Specifying the number 
of patients who were excluded and the final number of patients who are included in the study.  
- inclusion criteria can be included in the text. 
- severity can also be included in a table for smoother flow of the article 
- ethical considerations can be included in the materials and methods section. 
-the first row should be defined in table 1. Not sure what the numbers refer to . 
- results need to be presented more clearly. There are too many tables. You need to summarize the data by 
reporting them in fewer columns . X² value can be omitted. p value should be kept. in tables it is better to specify 
lung fibrosis with LF and no LF instead of "YES" and "NO". 
-The main findings of the study should be reported in the discussion section. 
_- Also more emphasis should be placed on what the 'article adds to the literature. 
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