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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 
 

 
In the part Abstract, line 7 separate the two ScienceDirect; line 8 correct the word 
minireview 
 
In the abstract avoid abbreviation like RD 
In the part introduction, first paraph, line 13, separate the two words diseaseand 
Line 14 separate the two words nailfold 
In paraph 2 line 5 sparate the two words disease,anticancer/ line 5 correct the word 
autoantibodies/ line 6 correct the word microvascular/line 12 correct the word comorbid/line 
13 correct the word minireview 
In the Search results part correct the word socioclinical in line 8/I appreciate figure 1 very 
innovated. But cancel the content of this figure 1 in the text. 
In the Results part separate the two words therefore,most in line 2/Separate the two words 
proposedit line 2/ Correct the word vasodilation in line 5/Separate the following linked 
words; line 6 studiesfocus on theinteractions, line 7: gene-relatedpeptide, line 9: RDand, 
line 9: SRDare, line 14: especiallythe 
Line 25 and line 34 Correct the word vasodilation 
In the part Diagnosis and Prognosis paragraph 1line separate the two words Dopplerand, 
line 13: imagingmight, Paragraph 2 line 2 separate the two words SRDtend 
In the part Patient-centered Treatment Perspective paragraph 1 line 3 SEPARATE THE 
TWO WORDS lifestylemodifications/ Line 4 separate the two word coldexposure, 
Paragraph 3 line 1 correct the comorbid/ line 26, 28 and 30 Correct the word 
vasodilation 
In part Surgical Interventions line 2 and 5 correct the word: nonhealing/ line 4 

Separate the two words: thefingernail 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
There are many abbreviations in text. Some like appear before their full meaning. This 
Situation render very difficult the reading. So authors need to create the session 
Abbreviation where lecturer can refer.  
 
There are too many linked words in the text. Authors must read carefully and separate alL 
these words. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The authors did a very good job, dealing with a very large bibliography research. A good 
analysis of these several references allowed them to do a good job. This is why this work 
provides a good overview of Raynaud's disease: a complex clinical condition in older 
people, frequently reported in women and despite extensive research its pathophysiology is 
poorly understood. It clinical features and prominent need management through a variety of 
treatments, including medical acupuncture. There is no standard treatment for primary and 
secondary Raynaud's disease.  
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