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Revision	(0)

Here,	you	can	see	the	Reviewers,	Associate	Editors
and	EICs'	comments	from	the	beginning	to	the	end	of	the
revision	process.

	

	REFEREE:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	AE,	
This	is	a	good	article.	
Effects	of	social,	behavioral	and	emotional	factors	on	pain	-	specially	chronic	pain	-	is
irrefutable.	
The	Author	in	brief	and	advantageous	sentences	has	explained	effectively	the	correlation	of
pathophysiology	of	pain	with	the	other	factors	that	so	many	times	have	been	forgotten.	
In	my	opinion,	this	Letter	needs	no	changes.	
Thanks.

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(0)

Deere	EIC	
Based	on	reviewer	comments	this	manuscript	will	be	accepted.	
Regards

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	Author	

22	Dec	2019

9	Jan	2020

9	Jan	2020
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Please	correct	and	complete	your	two	last	paragraphs	
Thanks
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Revision	(1)

Reply	to	Reviewers

Ideally,	 the	 reviewing	process	can	significantly	 improve
the	submitted	manuscripts	by	allowing	the	authors	to	take
into	account	the	advice	of	reviewers.	Author(s)	must	reply
to	all	reviewers'	comments	in	a	separate	Word	file,	point
by	point.	A	"Reply	to	Reviewers"	document	is	submitted
along	 with	 revised	 manuscript	 during	 submission	 of
revised	files,	summarizing	 the	changes	 that	 the	authors
made	 in	 response	 to	 the	 reviewers'	 comments.	 The
responses	 to	 reviewers'	 comments	 specifies	 how	 the
authors	addressed	each	comment	the	reviewers	made.

You	 can	 read	 the	 authors'	 responses	 to	 the	 reviewers'
comments	in	the	next	page.
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Reviewer 1:
This is a good article.
Effects of social, behavioral and emotional factors on pain - specially chronic pain - is irrefutable.
The Author in brief and advantageous sentences has explained effectively the correlation of 
pathophysiology of pain with the other factors that so many times have been forgotten.
In my opinion, this Letter needs no changes.

Thank you

Associate Editor's Comments:

Associate Editor 1:
Deere EIC
Based on reviewer comments this manuscript will be accept.
Please correct and complete two last paragraphs before publishing as below:
(The effect of chronic pain non- related to cancer is a serious public health issue…..“. . . Lack of
awareness about chronic pain management
among general population.”
“. . . .Society is immature for pain specialty.” (8).)
Regards

Ok, checked and corrected
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Revision	(1)

Here,	you	can	see	the	Reviewers,	Associate	Editors
and	EICs'	comments	from	the	beginning	to	the	end	of	the
revision	process.

	

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	Author	
Please	correct	the	reviewer's	request.	In	this	revised	format,	there	are	no	changes.	
Thanks

4	Feb	2020
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Revision	(2)

Reply	to	Reviewers

Ideally,	 the	 reviewing	process	can	significantly	 improve
the	submitted	manuscripts	by	allowing	the	authors	to	take
into	account	the	advice	of	reviewers.	Author(s)	must	reply
to	all	reviewers'	comments	in	a	separate	Word	file,	point
by	point.	A	"Reply	to	Reviewers"	document	is	submitted
along	 with	 revised	 manuscript	 during	 submission	 of
revised	files,	summarizing	 the	changes	 that	 the	authors
made	 in	 response	 to	 the	 reviewers'	 comments.	 The
responses	 to	 reviewers'	 comments	 specifies	 how	 the
authors	addressed	each	comment	the	reviewers	made.

You	 can	 read	 the	 authors'	 responses	 to	 the	 reviewers'
comments	in	the	next	page.
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Reviewer 1:
This is a good article.
Effects of social, behavioral and emotional factors on pain - specially chronic pain - is irrefutable.
The Author in brief and advantageous sentences has explained effectively the correlation of 
pathophysiology of pain with the other factors that so many times have been forgotten.
In my opinion, this Letter needs no changes.

Thank you

Associate Editor's Comments:

Associate Editor 1:
Deere EIC
Based on reviewer comments this manuscript will be accept.
Please correct and complete two last paragraphs before publishing as below:
(The effect of chronic pain non- related to cancer is a serious public health issue…..“. . . Lack of
awareness about chronic pain management
among general population.”
“. . . .Society is immature for pain specialty.” (8).)
Regards

Ok, checked and corrected
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Revision	(2)

Here,	you	can	see	the	Reviewers,	Associate	Editors
and	EICs'	comments	from	the	beginning	to	the	end	of	the
revision	process.

	

	REFEREE:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(2)

Dear	AE,	
The	revised	manuscript	#99229	was	reviewed,	and	author	could	correct	the	final	requested
items.	
Sincerely

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(2)

Dear	EIC,	
Based	on	reviewer	comments	this	brief	report	was	changed	by	the	author	and	it	can	be
considered	for	publishing	
Regards

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(2)

Dear	Author,	
The	document	is	reviewed	carefully	by	the	reviewers.	According	to	their	comments	and	your
revisions	as	requested,	this	manuscript	is	accepted.	
Thanks.

19	Mar	2020

19	Mar	2020

19	Mar	2020
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