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OPEN PEER REVIEW REPORT 1 

 

Reviewer 1: Mohammad Reza Farahpour, Islamic Azad University Urmia Branch, Clinical Science, 

Urmia, IRAN (Islamic Republic Of). 

Comments to the authors:  

Dear Authors 

1- Your article need to native English language edition. 

2- Key word should be written more briefly. 

3- All mentioned reference in article, should be cited in end of same sentences or paragraph. For 

example, Taha et al. (2004) and Matsuzaki et al. (2004) in section ' Introduction'. 

4- In section 'Result' line 3: what is P=.86, P=.71, P=.01 and ... ? I think should be change to P=0.86 

and ... respectively. 

5- reference number 15 ( Practice parameter for electrodiagnostic studies in ulnar neuropathy at the 

elbow: .. Muscle & nerve 1999;22:408-411. ) don't cited in text. 

 

OPEN PEER REVIEW REPORT 2 

 

Reviewer 2: Vlad Bloanca, Assistant Professor, Universitatea de Medicina si Farmacie Victor Babes 

din Timisoara, Plastic Surgery, E.Murgu 10, Timisoara, Timis 300041, ROMANIA. 

Comments to the authors:  

The conclusion of the article can change the way we explain to the patient that the severity of the preop 

exam can predict the postop outcome, in order to level their expectations. it has good inclusion criteria, 

large number of patients, large period of time for follow-up. overall, a good article with some clinical 

implications. 

A more clearer distinction between the outcome of the two types of procedures performed, with or 

without transposition. 
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