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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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Check spellings. 
2. Grammatical errors in text. 
3. Treatment and prognosis of patients can be discussed in a separate heading. 
4. A note on recent diagnostic advances or therapeutic management can also 

be added. 
5. Format of References in list can be edited as per journal’s criterion. 

Vancuover style may also be used. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
In all, the article is very good and delivers useful informarmation. 
 

 

 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
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