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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
- The bacterial name should stated by italicized font. - In the abstract section; the case

presentation and conclusion can be more interesting to cover main finding of study. -

Core tip is not appropriate. the author should suggested main findings of the study, and

discuss about key diagnosis and therapeutic point using their own experiences and

literature review. - Introduction was too small. - The author should be specified the

purpose of the study in last paragraph in the introduction section. - The figure

resolution was not sufficient; in addition, figure legends should support your figure

entirely, meaning that the reader of your paper should be able to understand your figure.

i suggest use arrow and etc. to give more details. - please give more details about

Treatment and Outcomes and follow-up such as treatment duration, adverse event, etc.

- In discussion section, the author should make a table regarding your case and all

previous published cases you mention in the discussion, with al characteristics and

treatment approach, duration of treatment and outcomes, etc. - Conclusion and Core

tip was repetitive, it is not acceptable. the authors should substantially revised the

conclusion.
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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
Well revised; although, bacterial name was not italic.
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