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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)

1) In the title: please consider adding “: a casereport” after the word “craving”.
2) The abstract is too concise and does include
not even a single mention to method nor a
very concise quantitative synthesis in the
results section. It looks like a narrative
“highlight” section rather than a scientific
journal abstract.
3) The introduction is misplaced and it would
also request a very robust editing: that
paragraph should rather provide a concise,
yet punctually referenced synthesis of the
available literature and rational background
for the present study. Moreover, the bottom
sentence should nonetheless clearly state the
goal of the present case-report study. I would
recommend something like this (please
extend and provide a punctual referencing
nonetheless):”a) One or two sentences about
the worldwide prevalence of
methamphetamine dependency and craving
worldwide (references needed). B) an
additional sentence about the available
literature concerning buprenorphine vs.
bupropion response for methamphetamine
dependency (if any data ever available so far;
referencing is needed). C) The section about
the lack of information on the matter in Iran
is important, as it may represent the most
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innovative information from this single case
report. D) Conclude the introduction by
better clarify that the goal of the present
study is to present a case-report of an Iranian
patient.
4) About “case-presentation”: please consider
using the present tense. The passage “in
short” is not adequate to a medical report…
Also, additional information about the
psychiatric history and reason for medical
consultation should be requested.
5) Discussion is too concise. I would also
recommend emphasize that the use of
methamphetamine in Iran is something that
was not already documented elsewhere and
that the even the local clinicians should
therefore prompt their own attention toward
an early proper recognition of those cases
who should present with suggestive, yet still
locally uncommon, clinical pictures.
Minor REVISION comments
Optional/General comments

A very robust revision of the editing of the structure of
the manuscript is needed. If done, the present submission
should be better re-considered as a letter to the Editor
given the lack of tables, figures, and accurate information
about the case. That would be the only editorial
circumstance to support such a concise style of reporting.
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