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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 
 

 
 
The authors conducted a prospective study aiming to identify an alternative mode of 
delivery and dosage of dopamine to reduce renal failure in CABG patients. The 
methodology of the study has a great potential but unfourtnaly the study has a major 
concern and, in my opinion, cannot published in that way. I will address the major 
revision needed:  

1. The study should be written in academic type of medical study. I would 
suggest using an experience researcher or outside service. The study as is 
cannot be submitted. 

2. There is a lot of missing information which could aid the readers in 
understanding the manuscript as:  

3. Pharmacokinetics and pharmacodynamic of dopamine  
4. What was the basis of choosing these dosages?  
5. What kind of different routes of delivery were applied? As I see all of the 

routes are IV  
6. I would suggest adding a study design figure for better understanding  
7. Try replacing the name of the group to the dosages use and why there isn’t 

any control group?  
8. I would recommend adding baseline renal function and liver function before 

and after the dopamine to the baseline characteristics 
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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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