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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
1. This paper discuss about only acid-base disturbances in the Covid -19 patients. But 

the detail of patients such as underlying disease, clinical situation, other lab data 
related to acid-base disturbance, and drug history of them were not discussed in this 
paper. I think, it has many limitations.  

 
2. Yes, It is. 

 
3. The abstract is unstructured, and is not suitable for original article. Please rewrite it 

based on acceptable format. Please use author guideline to help you. 
 

4. No, it need revision. Authors should revise it based on Journal guideline. 
 

5. Yes, It is. 
6. The references are sufficient and up to date, but please write them based on journal 

guideline, also mention the number of them in reference section and in the main text 
(Vancouver format). 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
1. No, it needs major revision. 

 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The discussion section is too long, please move some sentences to introduction. Also, Mention the 
aim of study at the last paragraph in the introduction. 
The method section is too short and incomplete, recommendations: 

1. What were your inclusion and exclusion criteria? 
2. How did you calculate the sample size? 
3. What was your sampling method? 
4. What were your study variables? When did the variables collect? At the first time of 

admission or other time? 
5. Which device did you use for analysis the ABGs? Please mention the device 

specifications? Was your device calibrated?  
6. What were your statistically analysis method and which tests did you use in this study? 

The result section 
It is important that the diagnosis of ABGs were reported in the result section. Please mention them 
. 

 

 
 



 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

PART  2:  
 

 
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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