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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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 
 

 
 

 First line: pandemic did not reveal it caused a global emergency 
 Corono-viral enemy please rephrase 
 Please change sentence beginin the worst clinical scenario: poorly written 

and implications are its worse because it affects males which is wrong.  
 Rephrase the main pathophysiological way sentence this is grammaticaly 

poor.  
 ‘As for the primary randomized studies’  this is incorrect please change 
 Explain term PF4 factor 

Overall this is poorly written, non-comprehensive and I do not think it 
functions as an editorial on what is a complex facet of COVID management. It 
does not in any meaningful way compare the risks with the benefits from 
vaccinations or the underlying mechanism and ignores much of the 
literature.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 ARDS please use term and put ARDS in brackets 
 Change to 5 million deaths globally# 
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