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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 
 

01 
“The ISS will be measured by the traumatologists in charge of the emergency department.” 
Use verbs in past tense throughout the manuscript. The study was already conducted. 
02 
Approval from a local ethical committee was not obtained, which is worrying. 
03 
The use of ROC curves was not reported in the Materials and Methods section. 
04 
Most of the Discussion section consists of paragraphs beginning with a repetition of the results followed by the 
citation of the results of other studies, without an actual discussion of the findings of the study. In other words, a 
discussion of the findings is inexistent. 
05 
The limitations of the study were neither pointed out nor discussed. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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