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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 
 

 Please see for the ethical approval. Proper reference no. with date is required. 
 “Results: Error! Reference source not found. shows age, sex and causes of occlusion in the study 

patients.” Needs to recheck. 

 “The range (minimum and maximum), mean, standard deviation, median, and interquartile range were used 

to characterise quantitative data (IQR). At the 5 % significant threshold, the acquired findings were deemed 

significant. A two tailed P value < 0.05 was considered significant. The used tests were paired t-test (for 

normally distributed quantitative variables, to compare between two periods, Friedman test (for abnormally 

distributed quantitative variables, to compare between more than two periods or stages and Post Hoc Test 

(Dunn's) for pairwise comparisons and Pearson coefficient (to correlate between two normally distributed 

quantitative variables).” Highlighted text in statistical analysis part is not properly done in result section. Pease 

provide correct statistical methods and result  in accordance with it. 
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