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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Rheumatoid arthritis is a multisystem inflammatory response based that involves bones

and joints. The pathogenesis of rheumatoid arthritis is unclear. In the occurrence and

development of rheumatoid arthritis, the dynamic balance between M1 and M2 types of

macrophages is broken, causing a proportional imbalance, resulting in more M1

proinflammatory macrophages, producing a large number of inflammatory factors and

aggravating the inflammatory response. The effects of iguratimod on the effects of cell

polarity have not been reported. In this study, the authors investigated the effects of

iguratimod on the polarity of mononuclear macrophages in elderly patients with

rheumatoid arthritis. (1) The title reflects the main subject of the manuscript, but too

long. Please short it. (2) The abstract summarizes and reflects the work described in the

manuscript. Good. (3) Background are adequately described. (4) Methods are described

in adequate detail. (5) Results are interesting, and well discussed. (6) Figures and tables

are good. However, I suggest the authors to add the data in tables to the main text, and

delete the tables. Too little data for a table. (6) Manuscript requires a minor editing, both

the language and format.
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