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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	an	important	article	with	a	very	specific	theme.	The	article	is	well	written,	but	I
suggest	that	the	data	be	better	discussed	because	the	discussion	is	still	very	superficial.	
The	tables	have	little	information,	but	I'm	worried	about	the	data	from	table	3.	Did	patients
classified	as	Mild	to	Moderate	receive	0	mg	methadone?	There	must	be	some	mistake	that
needs	to	be	corrected.	
Thanks

	Zahra	Ghiasi:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	AE,	
The	comments	have	been	attached.	
regards,

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	EIC,	

27	Apr	2020

5	May	2020

16	May	2020
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the	authors	should:	
answer	the	comments	one	by	one	
highlight	the	changes	in	the	main	file	
recheck	the	ethical	considerations,	limitations,	conclusion,	and	footnotes	
regards

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	Author,	
The	reviewers'	comments	are	mentioned.	Please	correct	the	details	as	mentioned	above
carefully	according	to	reviewers'	request.	
Thanks.

16	May	2020
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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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Dear Prof. Nour-Mohammad Bakhshani 

Thanks for review our manuscript. All the comments of the reviewers of the 
manuscript were corrected and highlighted in the text of the manuscript.

Sincerely

Ali Kheradmand
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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:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	AE,	
The	study	is	reviewed	carefully.	According	to	comments	and	revisions	by	the	author,	this
manuscript	is	accepted.	
Thanks

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(1)

Dear	EIC	
Based	on	the	authors'	answers	to	the	reviewers'	comments,	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.

13	Jul	2020

18	Jul	2020

18	Jul	2020
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