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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 
 

The current study tries to establish a causal link between environmental exposure to 
police officers and the incidence of acute respiratory tract infections. 
In my opinion, the study has many limitations: 

- a small number of patients participating in the study 
- questionnaire is not showed 
- acute respiratory tract infections are not defined 
- long and useless introduction without relevant information 
-etc 

- other risk factors are not taken into account (eg, smoking, immune status, other 
diseases... 
- the discussion section can be improved 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

-  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The study does not meet the value required for publication in this format/ 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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