Responses to reviewers' comments

Reviewer #2:

Does the introduction provide sufficient background and include all relevant references? Can be
improved

Is the research design appropriate? Can be improved

Are the methods adequately described? Can be improved

Are the results clearly presented? Can be improved

Are the conclusions supported by the results? Can be improved

ANSWER: To improve the introduction and methods sections we rewrite some parts of these
sections. Also, the results and conclusion sections were rewritten according with the reviewers’
suggestion.

Comments and Suggestions for Authors
Comments on the Quality of English Language

The work analyzes various molecules in urine through NMR spectroscopy in order to stratify
stroke risk. The work looks interesting and well done. | recommend greater adherence to the
journal format. Please add a figure that summarize the aim of the paper in order to make it more
easy to read.

ANSWER: According with reviewer suggestion, a graphical abstract was added.



