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PART  1: Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

  

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
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Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

Review comments: 

1. The study mentions in exclusion criteria,” Studies were excluded if they did not meet 
the inclusion criteria´, it is implied and need not be mentioned 

2. The PRISMA flow of selection of studies for meta analysis is not very clear about how 
and what process was adopted for ruling out studies , if done manually or any software ? 

3. « The meta-analysis included five studies to estimate the prevalence of high emotional 
exhaustion among emergency physicians in Saudi Arabia. »after mentioning 6 studies for final 
analysis , the authors chose to show 5 study results, with no proper explanation 

4. The screening criteria was also not reflective of the fact that they chose to consider 
studies as varied time frame from 2010 to 2022 and had no mention of the minimum sample size 
of the chosen studies. 

5. With only 5 studies, the authors have employed funnel study of assymetry and claimed 
publication bias etc, wheras, «As a rule of thumb, tests for funnel plot asymmetry should be 
used only when there are at least 10 studies included in the meta-analysis, because when there 
are fewer studies the power of the tests is too low to distinguish chance from real asymmetry ». 

6. While considering burn out prevalence, only 3 studies has been considered. 

7. Although Burn out among emergency physicians happens to be a very relevant and apt 
research topic , the meta analysis and systematic review conducted has many fundamental 
design errors that may not be appropriate to substantiate any scientific claim based on that.  
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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