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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 
 

 
 
“Edoema” should be “oedema.” There are many typographical errors that need a space 
between words.  
 
As references are cited at the end of each chapter, I would recommend that the references 
be moved at the title of each chapter, like “Introduction [1,2]. 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
I would recommend “Criteria of Budapest” be moved after the first paragraph of 
“Evaluation.” 
 
It would be more valuable for physicians if you mention reported side-effects of 
glucocorticoids and bisphosphonates for the treatment of CRPS which you cited in the 
manuscript.  
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The manuscript reviewed concisely recent concept changes of and advances of complex 
regional pain syndrome (CRPS). The manuscript covered many arenas of CRPS 
adequately.  
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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