Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Current Journal of Applied Science and Technology

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_CJAST_132155

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Nirmatrelvir-ritonavir for Treating COVID-19 Patients: A Case-Control Study

	Type of the Article
	A Case-Control Study


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	  Clear Aims and Objective: The aims of the study are clearly defined, and the objective of comparing nirmatrelvir/ritonavir treatment to symptomatic management in reducing mortality, severity, and increasing clinical improvement in COVID-19 patients is well-articulated.
  Comprehensive Results: The study provides a comprehensive set of factors associated with severe disease, clinical improvement, and mortality. The use of odds ratios with confidence intervals is a strong point, allowing for more transparent interpretation of results.

  Significant Findings: The conclusion effectively highlights the key findings that nirmatrelvir/ritonavir reduces the risk of mortality and disease severity, which aligns well with the presented data.
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	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Optional/General comments


	  Study Design: While the design is labeled as "multicenter," it may be beneficial to specify whether all centers followed a uniform protocol or if any differences existed between the centers in terms of treatment and data collection. This could add context to the results and their generalizability.

Suggestion: A brief mention of how consistency was maintained across the different centers could clarify this aspect.

  Methodology Section:

· The use of a retrospective design is stated, but the abstract does not mention if any biases (e.g., selection bias, recall bias) were considered or addressed in the analysis.

· While it mentions the use of the SINOLAVE system, it may be helpful to briefly explain what SINOLAVE is for readers unfamiliar with the system, as this may enhance understanding, especially for international readers.

Suggestion: A sentence describing the strengths and limitations of using the SINOLAVE system would provide better context.
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