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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

Discussion is missing.

Introduction section is too long. It goes beyond introduction leading to the main
body of the article.

As areview article, the authors should categorize each items appropriately. For
example, separate hypothyroidism and hyperthyroidism and list up all the
diagnostic names for each category. Neurological symptoms should be
categorized to central nerve system, peripheral nerve system, and autonomic
nerve system.

Nothing is written regarding pharmacology. As this is a journal of
pharmacological research, the article should be written about pharmacological
subjects.

Minor REVISION comments

There are many typos and grammatical errors. Sometimes the sentence is too long.
The first sentence of AHDS goes 9 lines. Many times the statement does not make
sense due to the grammatical errors.

Optional/General comments

The idea of this research is interesting. However, the authors should rewrite the whole
article in well-organized manner so that the readers can understand easily.
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