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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.

	

	Hojat	Eftekhari:	Reviewer	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	AE,	
I	read	the	manuscript.	I	like	it.	The	authors	should	check	the	lab	test	and	type	them	in	a
public	manner.	They	should	check	the	unit	of	platelets	in	the	manuscript.	They	might
search	and	add	more	articles	for	improving	the	manuscript.	
Thanks.

	REFEREE:	Associate	Editor	|	Revision	(0)

Dear	EIC,	
The	manuscript	needs	minor	revision,	the	authors	should	revise	the	manuscript	based	on
comments.	
Thanks.

	REFEREE:	EIC	|	Revision	(0)

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

Reviewer 1: Thankyou Sir/Madam for appreciating my manuscript. 

                      I have checked all the lab tests and typed them in public manner and I have   

                      highlighted these in red.

                      Regarding the platelet count I have checked the units and changed it.

                       I have also added 4-5 more articles among the references each of which has

                        been highlighted in red. 
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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:	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.	

28	Aug	2021
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