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Thank you very much for an excellent systematic review.
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Strength of this review paper:

- Meticulous efforts undertaken to track down unpublished data
- Language restriction was not applied as well.

Weakness:

- I question the validity of studying too many moderators in the meta-regression analysis, and hence,
I suggest limiting them to say 3-4 essential parameters.

- The Discussion section appears a little disorganised.

All in all, I recommend acceptance of this paper with minor-moderate revision.




