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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

Minor REVISION comments

Abstract is too long. | should be concise into 250 words at least. Show brief idea of
studying. The statistical techniques can move to the methods. Indicate clearly to study
groups. They are should called the subjects, the patients in group No.1 and No.2, or group
A and group B throughout the paper. Do not mix up.

Methods should state the place of study completely e.g. the city the country. Show the way
of study with easy to understand, for example

1. Patient recruitment; who is enrolled to this study who is not?

Give more information about ethical approval and inform consent.

2. The characters of the patients in each group should give in table e.g age, sex, weight,
type of diseases and the methods they underwent to an operation.

3. Explain the statistical technique used to analyse the data between two groups.
4.Give the real percentage on the top of each bar of graphs to show the correct data.

5. Indicate the minor or major complications; may be in tables that easy to look up.

6. Show the pictures or graphics of open and close operation to make more
understandable.

Optional/General comments

There are some grammatic errors. The beginning of sentence should start with alphabet not
numeric code. The real number and the percentage of patients in each data should indicate
before use. It looks confuse with both forms.

The discussion and the conclusion are good.
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