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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The language need care revision as there are  many mistakes allover the manuscript. 
 
Introduction author should introduce the pulse therapy  
Case representation should be organized and laboratory data should added to 
confirmdiagnosis  follow up of the patient and what was done to this patient 
Discussion is not informative need more information collection and to be reconstructed 
Conclusion should be in single paraghraph with the recommendations 
 

 
 
Text was revised. However there were not any clinically significant deviations 
in lab analysis – could we omit these data in the section of case presentation 
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