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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

- The keywords are recommended to be selected according to the related MeSH Terms in 

order to increase visibility. Also, remove “and” from the keywords. - Since the patients 

have recently been discharged and probably no follow-up session has been held yet, a 

brief description of the future follow-up plan could complete the “Outcome and 

follow-up” sections. - What were the limitations in the approach to these cases? - What 

are the authors’ recommendations for practice and future research in the field? The 

closing sentences of the discussion could provide further suggestions. - The “Core Tip” 

in the manuscript file is different from the one submitted online. - Please note that 

negative family history should be defined as “no history of familial diseases” or other 

similar sentences, rather than “no family history”. 

 


