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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comments (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

1. Please delete duplicated sentences on the ROSIER scale (see page 2 and page 3)

2. In Patients and Methods, please write the text according to the Journal’s guidelines.

3. Authors should consider removing the NIHSS scoring from the text and, alternatively, add it as an appendix.
4.Please delete “consent contained”

5.In Results, please write the text following the rules of the Journal

6. Proofread the text for typographical errors (e.g., “Also Previous” in Discussion, etc.).

7. It would be interesting if the authors included in the text some of the limitations of their work

The authors present the results of a prospective cross-sectional study to assess the diagnosis of acute
stroke versus stroke mimics in an Emergency Department of an Egyptian university hospital. The authors
analyzed 92 consecutive patients with suspected stroke and found stroke mimics in 34.8% of cases. The

ROSIER scale was a simple and effective screening tool for the recognition of acute stroke. The study is
potentially interesting but can be improved if the following considerations are addressed:

Minor REVISION comments

8. Please Check references #7, #17 and #19.

Optional/General comments
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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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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