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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 title of the paper could be the following: “Assessment the role of 
Nimesulide in treatment of COVID-19 infection” Or “The role of Nimesulide in 
COVID-19 treatment” 

 In abstract section: results need to be represented more professionally with 
efficient English language.  

 In table 1: put star (*) in the p value which is significant. 

 It is preferred to subgroup the patients according to the level of CRP and D-
dimer and the treatment prescribed in each group. As in result section the 
numbers in each group are not clear. After subgrouping represent the results 
in two different tables one for CRP and the other for D-dimer and the number 
of patients in each groups represented, so that the significant difference in 
oxygen saturation between the patients in the same group will be clear. Try 
to represent the results in more professional way for example “only 16 of …. 
(24.24%) patients with high D-dimer received enoxaparin with significant 
difference in oxygen saturation between the two groups”. The same changes 
would be applied for the remaining results. 

 In discussion section the author/s mentioned the following “In our study, 
nimesulides not only settled the fever within five days by impeding the 
activity of COX2 enzyme but also improved the oxygen saturation level”, how 
did the COX2 enzyme activity measured?? As it was not mention in the 
methodology or results??? 

 Any anticoagulant factors or coagulation factors measured in the study???  
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Kindly check the spelling mistakes all over the document. 
Representation of the results should be more professionally.  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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