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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The abstract is wordy and exceeds the limit of the usual 200-word count or less. The

reference list is sparse, indicating the high likelihood of the lack of a thorough literature

search. I have also sporadically detected numerous sentence fragments, run-ons, and

grammatical errors. Please consider English language services input. Clinicians must

be conceded to the fact that high-quality medical writing is critically essential to

professionalism and important. In general, authors should generate their defense by

addressing the following inquiries: - WHAT DO WE CURRENTLY KNOW

ABOUT THIS CONDITION? - WHAT ARE THE CURRENT THEORIES THAT

DRIVE THE CLINICAL APPLICATIONS IN THE MANAGEMENT? - WHY

STUDY THIS QUESTION FURTHER? - WHAT SPECIFICALLY REQUIRES

FURTHER INVESTIGATION DUE TO LACK OF EVIDENCE, CONTRADICTIONS,

AND LIMITATIONS? - WHAT CONTRIBUTIONS WILL YOUR WORK MAKE

TO THIS FIELD? Authors are reminded that the purpose of a mini review is to

summarize and evaluate the literature to show relationships between different studies;

bearing in mind that one of the aims of a review article is to compare and contrast along
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with the interpretation of the works of others. This aspect is heavily lacking in this

manuscript. Moreover, although prompted to show how published work relates to their

work, authors should not fall into the habit of emphasizing their own work or field of

research effort. In addition, the concluding remarks are suboptimal and not very

convincing. I strongly encourage authors to address these areas of concern. Please make

necessary revisions and re-submit.
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