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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 R v  w  ’          Au    ’          (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. There is no information about the type of the study. Was it a case-control study? I 
recommend to add this information. 
2. How did you confirm that patients enrolled in the study didn’t have disseminated 
intravascular coagulation regarding that they had elevated levels of D-dimer? I suppose 
that it could be mentioned in discussion. 
3. Group 3 comprised 25 patients but fibrin monomer levels were obtained only in 17 
patients. What was the reason? I recommend to provide this information in Results 
section.  
4. I recommend to expand the statistical analysis section. You should mention 
correlation analysis, ROC-curve analysis since you show the results of these analyses. 
What method of correlation analysis did you use? 
5. What was the reason that you present the numerical indicators as mean±SD? This is 
usually used in parametric statistics in data that has normal distribution. How did you find 
out that numerical indicators had a normal distribution? This point should be explained in 
statistical analysis section.  
6. You didn’t provide any information about the clinical picture of the patients enrolled in 
the study, especially the Child-Pugh score. I recommend to use a table with clinical 
characterization of the patients enrolled in the study.  
7. The increase of D-dimer levels in your study not only is the result of increased 
fibrinolytic activity but also is a marker of a hypercoagulable state. Regarding this and 
also the positive correlation between D-dimer and Fibrin Monomer did you check your 
patients for an absence of deep venous thrombosis and pulmonary embolism? I 
recommend to discuss this points in the discussion section.  
8. Your study has several limitations which you should describe in discussion section. 
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R v  w  ’          Au    ’          (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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