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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 
 

 

 Please remove all bold words within the text and references. 

 Stage I is in a different font to the rest of the text please change 

 Would be useful to address relative tobacco consumption etc with cognitive 
scores as would it be good to relate the metabolic syndrome (which these 
patients often have) with cognitive impairment as there are good links to this 
in the literature 

 While the discussion is good the first bits are superfluous particularly where 
you re-present large swathes of data. It would be useful to try and discuss 
more about interventions you could use upon detecting cognitive impairment 
in this population, are there possible confounders to this i.e. dietary 
restrictions because they smoke B12, folate etc  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
It would be nice if you offered some epidemiological statistics on COPD in your 
geographical location and a feeling of global prevalence rates etc.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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