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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 
 

 
 
A case report will not be a good ground to JUSTIFY the hypothesis of the author as a 
growing menace. I implore author to readjust the topic to CASE REPORTS 
Authors details to follow the topic 
The abstract need to be re-written. The case study cited and the discussion should 
not be with the abstract rather should be in the body of the work. To be included in 
the abstract should be: How many case studies were observed to warrant increase 
in the menace, method of gathering the informations of the patients studied, 
statistical data collection about the addiction i.e is it on increase among which of the 
sickle cell gender, age etc, and likely common clinical features and laboratory 
findings. 
Body should be titled as INTRODUCTION and the sub-headings well numbered 
 

 
 
The topic has been adjusted accordingly. 
 
The abstract has also been rewritten 
 
 
 
The heading and sub-headings have been correctly written. 
 
Thank you for the review 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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