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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 
 

Lines 88-92- Ellaborate on the physician’s  perception in differentiation between 
moderate and mild responders in MATERILS AND METHODS section. Eg.  Warts 
(single or multiple) were measured in size on follow ups to label them moderate or 
mild responders to treatment?  

Content was added. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Lines 117-126 – write the percentage of the side effects in the bracket as written 
above in the result section to follow the same pattern of writing. 

Thanks, Done 

Optional/General comments 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 


