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c Original submission 3 comments - 4 Apr 2020 -7 ADr 2020

Referee1 Reviewer MAJOR REVISION 4 Apr 2020

Comments:

1) Capitalize the first character of each keyword.

2) The background needs to be expanded to include existing evidence on nitric oxide and sensitivity to indoor
inhaler aeroallergens in patients with rhinosinusitis.

3) You should add some new references published in Jundishapur Journal of Chronic Disease Care.

4) Sample size: I would like to know how many participants are in this study.

5) The table should be modified.

6) Please highlight your study's strengths and limitations.

7) The references should be revised based on the journal's style.

Associate Editor MAJOR REVISION 7 Apr 2020

Dear Author,
This manuscript is interesting but needs some revisions before publication.
Thanks

Editor-in-Chief MAJOR REVISION 7 Apr 2020

Dear Author,

Thank you for submitting your manuscript. Based on our reviewers' comments, your manuscript needs some
revision in all parts. I recommend that you resubmit your revisions as soon as possible.

Thanks.
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Revision 1

AUTHORS' RESPONSE TO REVIEWERS

Authors' reply to reviewers

The next pages contain the authors' point-by-point reply to the comments of this
revision round, as submitted with the revised manuscript. It is published as the
authors wrote it.
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Reviewers' Comments:

Reviewer 1:

You raised a very good and important issue. The manuscript has major drawbacks,
especially in the method section. Other points are mentioned in the text of the
article. Good Iuck

Answer: we revised the mentioned section the changes are made by red.
Reviewer 2:

Comments:

1) Capitalize the first character of each keyword.

Answer: we capitalized the first character of each keyword.

2) The background needs to be expanded to include existing evidence of nitric
oxide and sensitivity to indoor inhaler Aeroallergens in patients with
Rhinosinusitis.

Answer: we added this item in the background

3) should add some new references published in Jundishapur Journal of Chronic
Disease Care.

4) Sample size: I would like How many participants are in this study?

Answer: 72
5) table should be modifying.

Answer: we modified the tables
6) Please highlight your study's strengths and limitations.

Answer: we highlighted the main points n highlight section
7) The references should be revised based on style journal.

Answer: we referenced according to the journal style
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e Revision 1 2 comments - 27 Apr 2020 - 27 APT 2020

Associate Editor MINOR REVISION 27 Apr 2020

Dear Author,
Please pay attention to all comments and resubmit.
Thanks.

Editor-in-Chief MINOR REVISION 27 Apr 2020

Dear Author,

As you know, your manuscript needs to be revised based on our reviewers' comments. Our reviewers want to
see your revised manuscript. Please pay attention to all reviewers' comments.

Thanks
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Revision 2

AUTHORS' RESPONSE TO REVIEWERS

Authors' reply to reviewers

The next pages contain the authors' point-by-point reply to the comments of this
revision round, as submitted with the revised manuscript. It is published as the
authors wrote it.
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Reviewers' Comments:

Reviewer 1:

You raised a very good and important issue. The manuscript has major drawbacks,
especially in the method section. Other points are mentioned in the text of the
article. Good luck
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Reviewer 2:
Comments:
1) Capitalize the first character of each keyword.

Answer: we capitalized the first character of each keyword.

The chnge we made:

2) The background needs to be expanded to include existing evidence of nitric
oxide and sensitivity to indoor inhaler Aeroallergens in patients with
Rhinosinusitis.

Answer: one point to mention is that we have vocabulary limitation then we
discuss it in the text and by the way we added this item in the background

3) should add some new references published in Jundishapur Journal of Chronic
Disease Care.

4) Sample size: I would like How many participants are in this study?

5) table should be modifying.

6) Please highlight your study's strengths and limitations.

7) The references should be revised based on style journal.

Answer: we referenced according to the journal style
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e Revision 2 2 comments - 17 Jun 2020 - 17 Jun 2020

Associate Editor MINOR REVISION 17 Jun 2020

Dear Author,
You should address all comments.
with the best.

Editor-in-Chief MINOR REVISION  17]un 2020

Dear Author,

You should make the minor revisions requested by the reviewers.
With the best.
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Revision 3

AUTHORS' RESPONSE TO REVIEWERS

Authors' reply to reviewers

The next pages contain the authors' point-by-point reply to the comments of this
revision round, as submitted with the revised manuscript. It is published as the
authors wrote it.
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Reviewer 1:

With many thanks for the responses, there are left just few questions to be
answered:

1. The method part is better to be started with pointing out to the design.

Answer: dear reviewer we start the method with the opinion of the design.

2. How do you defend of this design? It seems to be a cross sectional study than a
cohort one!

[It could be just as an answer to me not adding in the manuscript]. Y

Answer: you are right we changed the word cohort to cross sectional cause it
beliongs to a limited time and place.

3. Is it a bigger Cohort Study with a specific code? What about the protocol of
study? Has it been published before?

Answer: yes there are similar studies in other countries we mentioned in the
method: According to a previous study, and according to the prick skin test that
was positive in 73% of patients with chronic rhinosinusitis and also considering to
the error level of a 5%, and the accuracy of 0.1 final sample size was counted 76
patients by WinPepi software (14,.

Best regards

Jundishapur Journal o... Jundishapur J Chronic Dis Care. Open Peer Review; €103066. - 11



° Revision 3 2 comments - 7 Jul 2020 -7 Jul 2020

Associate Editor MINOR REVISION  7Jul 2020

Dear Author,

Please see one of the articles currently published in J[JCDC. As you know, our criteria for accepting a
manuscript are based on our guidelines, and the methodology should describe dosing, sampling, inclusion
and exclusion criteria, instruments and their validity and reliability, and ethical considerations (code of
ethics). Please revise your manuscript again based on one reviewer's feedback, organize your manuscriptas I
have indicated, and resubmit. I apologize for this extra revision because I have to adhere to the new journal
guidelines.

Thank you very much indeed.

Editor-in-Chief MAJOR REVISION ~ 7]Jul 2020

Dear Author,

Please pay attention to all reviewers' comments. You wrote prospective cross-sectional study?
In the abstract, you should explain more about your method.

You should write about ethical considerations (code of ethics).

Please carefully look at a current original research article published in JJCDC.

Thank you very much.
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Revision 4

AUTHORS' RESPONSE TO REVIEWERS

Authors' reply to reviewers

The next pages contain the authors' point-by-point reply to the comments of this
revision round, as submitted with the revised manuscript. It is published as the
authors wrote it.
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Reviewer 1:
The method part is better to be started with pointing out to the design.

5. Sentences should be written in the passive voice, that is, the word "we"”
should be removed.
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* Active sentences are more tangible and do not create a problem in writing
the article, and many academic writings are written in this way; therefore,
this change is not applied.6. In the Methods, first the type of study should be
written. Then the method of determining the sample size and the sampling
method should be explained.

- The Methods was corrected; the sample size is mentioned both in the
abstract and at the beginning of the Methods. The sampling method has also
been mentioned; please read carefully. The inclusion and exclusion criteria
and the name of the device and the tests have been fully mentioned.7. The
validity and reliability of the instrument used should be mentioned.

7. The name of the instrument has been mentioneds. Summarise the method,
but write it in such a way that it is reproducible if other researchers wish to.
conduct a similar study.

- The method had been written briefly; in the previous revision we were asked
to write it in detail.9. Ethical considerations should be mentioned. The
ethics code should be mentioned.

~ The ethics code has been included; please pay attention10. Divide the
findings into paragraphs to make them clearer.

. The findings were divided into paragraphs.11. In the Discussion, only the
results of the present study and the studies of others are stated, but no
comparison has been made and the opinions of the respected authors have
not been mentioned.
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° Revision 4 3 comments - 25 Jul 2020 - 15 Aug 2020

Elham Rajaei Reviewer ACCEPT  25]Jul 2020

dear author
The revision was appropriate, and your manuscript is ready for publication.

Associate Editor ACCEPT  15AuUg 2020

Dear Author,
Your manuscript in the current format is acceptable.
Thanks

Editor-in-Chief ACCEPT  15Aug2020

Dear Author,
Your manuscript in its current format is acceptable. Please check your proof on our journal site for any

additional comments. Thanks
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