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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. Although | recognize the great utility, | also have critical thoughts Thank you for your great comments. We tried to do our best during
regarding guidelines, "based evidence" and trials ... conducting study and writing it. We already have 4 tables, unfortunately we do

not have graphics.
2. The present study is highly relevant but is poorly presented and at times it
seems written unwillingly to write.

3. I suggest a detailed review of the text and perhaps improve the
presentation through graphics.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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