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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The systematic review brings together, consolidates and pinpoints a wealth of Knowledge hidden in various journals over a 10-year period. This is a good move to prevent knowledge decay and improves on medical practice as pertains to pulmonary thrombosis which is a life-threatening condition 
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	The review is quite relevant and important. At the conclusion, number the conclusions following your objectives/ research questions. This section needs to be as precise as possible unlike in the discussion. We are not told the statistical treatments used for the data. If there was no such, then the word “Impact” should be replaced with the word, “Outcomes” to make sense. The author should give a brief of the review designs mentioned because it is not every reader understands them- this perhaps may increase the validity or, and the reliability of the data. Data should be presented preferably in tables and figures instead of sentences so that more meaning and conspicuousness is achieved
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