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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
1. The manuscriptis important for making policies regarding controlling RSV infections
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? among children. As author/s stated that RSV infections are in rise following covid
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) restrictions.
2. Yes.
2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 3. The methodology section is not organized properly, no details about laboratory
diagnosis of the virus and patients, no statistical methods were mentioned.
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Theintroduction is not written properly, no subsections (background, problem
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? statement, proposed solution, literature reviews, and aim) were mentioned, No
references. The methods are neither clear nor sub sectioned properly, laboratory
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? records for patients were not included, no details regarding specimens’ collection,
and diagnosis, intensive care requirements are not mentioned, no statistical
6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of methods were mentioned. The results are not clearly sub sectioned into clinical
additional references, please mention in the review form. profiles, severity of infections, and patient’s outcomes. The discussion is also not
written well, the author/s stated the aim and severity of infection support in first
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide paragraph, then discussion of children’s age impacts and clinical profiles of patients
additional suggestions/comments) in the second, which should be discussed first, in the upcoming paragraphs,
author/s discussed the virus epidemiology which were not mentioned in the methods
and the results, then in the last paragraph, the author again discussed the severity
outcomes which were discussed in lines 103-111. The references are not cited
properly using two referencing styles.
5. The methods are not clearly given details for meeting study’s objectives and
replication.
6. No. required references are mentioned in the comments.
Minor REVISION comments
Not correct English language was used in the manuscript.
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
Optional/General comments Non
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Reviewer’'s comment IAuthor’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)
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