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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. At first I would like to thank you for your manuscript, the general aim of the work 
is a good and clinically important idea.  The study is well designed and the results 
and limitations of the study are very clearly explained. 
 
2. Attention should be paid to spelling rules and punctuation marks.  
 
3. Some of the clerical error which lead to not-understanding of the readers, 
especially readers from non-English speaking countries, are, “a written informed 
CONSENT was obtained from the patients” , “ embryonic patients were excluded” , 
“while the lower limbs were elevated to a 45 DEGREE angle”, the primary endpoint 
IS MAP>65mmHg or reaching...”, and the first 4 paragraphs of the Discussion 
section, which has to be written all over again in a native and fluent English. 
 
4. The significant different results in duration of MV and ICU stay should take up 
more space in Discussion, which are just mentioned in the Results section. 
 
5.  Maybe some newer published references can be added to Discussion. 
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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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