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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The research is interesting and will provide evidence for future research and clinical

practice. However, there are several issues to be further addressed before publication.

1. This meta-analysis was performed according to the Preferred Reporting Items for

Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analysis (PRISMA 2020) checklist. However, PRISMA

2009 checkist was attached in the Appendix. 2. In the section of "Literature retrieval",

authors mentioned that "the PubMed, Web of Science and EMBASE electronic databases

were searched up to November 5, 2021." However, what was the inception date for the

search? 3. Were keywords and MeSH terms both used in literature retrieval? 4. In

"Figure 1. The flow diagram of this meta-analysis", authors don't need to show reasons

for "n=0" for the excluded studies. 5. Figure 2 is not the funnel plot. Instead, it is a

forest plot. 6. Please list potential reasons for the heterogeneity in meta-analysis as

shown in Figure 2. 7. I cannot find the registration information on page 4 according to

the attached PRISMA checklist.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
It is a good comment, but I could not understand the subject very well.
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