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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 [1] When Table 2 will be represented graphically as scatter plot, the reader of the
journal could understand the relationship between two methods clearly. Done

[2] 3.4 section should be shorted by removing statistical calculation procedure. In
other words, the authors said that P-valve or R value was estimated by conducting
SPSS in abstract. Please short it.

[3] When the Westergreen method changes into IRIS ESR analyser, the advantages
should be described as quantitatively, rather than qualitatively.

Minor REVISION comments

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)
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