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highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Immediately after the abstract, about 4-8 keywords should be given.  Use of abbreviations 
should be avoided, only standard abbreviations, well known in the established area may be 
used, if appropriate.  
 
References: In the text, citations should be indicated by the reference number in brackets 
[3].  
Note: List the first six authors followed by et al. 
Note: Use of DOI number for the full-text article is encouraged. (if available). 
Note: Authors are also encouraged to add other database's unique identifier (like PUBMED 
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Reference to Web-resource or Electronic articles – not as per journal guidelines 
 
Line 31: What do the numbers mention indicate? 
 
Tables & figures should be placed inside the text. Tables and figures should be presented 
as per their appearance in the text. 
Table 5-11: absent. No tables or figures should be given without discussion or reference 
inside the text. 
Table 2 not clear as to which field is represented – orthopaedics or anaesthesiology 
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