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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 
 

Q1: The discussion is so short, please add more paragraphs 
 
Q2: Where are the limitation of your study  
 

This is just a protocol development steps and procedures that how to do 
systematic review (SR) and metaanalysis (MA) concerning Acupuncture in 
Raynaud’s disease (RD). Now we are conducting SR and MA regarding 
acupuncture in RD and will present the results in Tables, their detailed 
interpretations in discussion along with limitations, and this manuscript will 
be forthcoming soon and thanks for your comments..  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Q3: some spelling mistakes, please correct it in Page 25 (conducted 
utilizing) 

Corrected and two words tend to join while submitting the paper. 

Optional/General comments  
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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) 
No conflicts of interest in this work and no funding support 
added and thanks. 
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