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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 

the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 

should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

1- Line 38 and line 140: you wrote (ageing) 

while on line 247 you wrote (aging) please 

correct this 

2-  Line 48: correct this  (decreases with age 

older patients) into (decreases with age,  

older patients) 

3- Line 57: correct this (that the fibroblasts, 

rather than the myocytes,) into (that 

fibroblasts, rather than myocytes,) 

4- Line 80: correct this (, although les often.) 

into (, although less often.) 

5- Line 135: you wrote (The calculated median 

value of Tg and TPO serum levels was 

approximately 400 IU/ml in our cohort). Is 

this correct? 

6- line 144and 149: correct this (nor vitamin D 

deficit,) into (nor vitamin D deficiency),  

7- The title of table 1 and 2 needs correction 

(Table 1. Contingency (tables)  ) 

8- Statistical analysis of the results in table 1 

and 2  should be done to show if the results 

are significant or not 

9- The data in table 4 do not match what is 

discussed on pages 149 to 153 

10- In table 5, you should define clearly what is 

meant by (severe ophthalmopathy 

11- In table 6 and in the manuscript, you should 

mention clearly what is meant by (highly 
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active ophthalmopathy) 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

1- The first 3 paragraphs in the discussion are 

long and need to be abbreviated. 
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