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	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	EIC,	
The	manuscript	is	studied,	and	there	are	some	comments	which	should	be	addressed	by
the	author.	According	to	the	comments,	the	document	needs	minor	revision.	
Kind	regards,	

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	Author,	
Your	article	is	reviewed	by	the	reviewers	carefully.	According	to	their	comments,	this
document	needs	minor	revision.	Please	follow	their	comments	as	requested.	
Thanks.	

25	Dec	2019

25	Dec	2019
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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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Authors’ response letter

Dear Dr. Zahid Hussain Khan,

It is with excitement that I resubmit to you a revised version of manuscript ID: 94205, “The Role

of  Osteopontin in  Amyotrophic  Lateral  Sclerosis:  A Systematic  Review”,  to  Archives  of

Neuroscience. Thank you for giving me the opportunity to revise and resubmit this manuscript. I

would like to thank the reviewer for these valuable comments. I have incorporated the suggested

changes into the manuscript to the best of my ability.  The manuscript has certainly benefited

from these insightful revision suggestions. I look forward to working with you and the reviewers

to move this manuscript closer to publication. I have responded specifically to each suggestion

below and in the highlighted manuscript file, and I have numbered them as was done by the

reviewer.

Thank you for your kind considerations.

Sincerely yours,
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Reviewer comments:

1.Context

Please cite more recent references regarding the role of inflammation in ALS such as:

1- doi: 10.1002/mus.26289. Epub 2018 Oct 15

2-        https://doi.org/10.1007/s00401-018-1933-9

3-  https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/7070469

Response: Thanks for this comment. We updated the citations.

as there are some common pathogenic base for Frontotemporal dementia (FTD) and familial 

ALS, add FTD here and the potential role of OPN in it’s pathogenesis.

Such as this reference:

DOI 10.3233/JAD-2011-102151

Response: Thanks for your comment. We added FTD to this sentence.

2. Search strategy

These two search terms are the same! 

Respsonse: Thanks for your attention. We omitted the last one.

these search terms must be motor neuronopathy and not neuropathy to imply to MND or ALS!

Respsonse: Thanks for your comment. We revised the terms as was suggested.
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3. Tables

Cite the article as: Von Neuhoff et. al. 2012

Also for other citations in this table ad other tables

Response: Thanks for this comment. We revised the tables as was suggested.
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Here,	you	can	see	the	Reviewers,	Associate	Editors
and	EICs'	comments	from	the	beginning	to	the	end	of	the
revision	process.

	

	REFEREE:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	AE,	
The	authors	did	my	comments	and	recommendations	effective	in	the	revised	version	of	the
manuscript	so	I	think	the	revised	version	has	the	quality	of	publication	now.	
Thanks.	

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	EIC	
The	reviewer(s)	have	recommended	publication.	
Kind	regards,	

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(1)

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

21	Mar	2020

22	Mar	2020

22	Mar	2020
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