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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

Congratulations for the innnovative work that have been done by the authors. I would
like to suggest the following modifications/additions in the paper: 1) Apply Prisma
2020 checklist and their statements in the methodology. 2) Sentence starting on the line
78-79 was not clear to me. I suggest rewrite. 3) Line 99, I presume the word "cursed" was
wrong. I correct word would be "curve". 4) Lines 159-160, the authors have included the
results from the article of Shigefuku. The meta-analisys must have more than 1 article to
analyse an effect size I think this sentence would be better placed in the discussion. The
effect size "CSS" studied by the authors has only 1 article. So, I suggest to exclude CSS

of the objective of the present study.
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