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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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	1.Based on my review, this manuscript appears to be important for the scientific community for several reasons:

1. It provides valuable data on COVID-19 patients admitted to ICUs in Saudi Arabia, specifically focusing on those requiring mechanical ventilation. This adds to our understanding of severe COVID-19 cases in this region.

2. The study analyzes a substantial sample size of 594 patients, providing statistically meaningful results.

3. It examines various factors associated with mortality in critically ill COVID-19 patients, including age, comorbidities, laboratory markers, and treatment interventions. This information can help inform clinical decision-making and resource allocation.

4. The study provides insights into the prevalence of different comorbidities, commonly used medications, and microbial culture findings in this patient population.

5. It contributes to the growing body of literature on COVID-19 management in intensive care settings, allowing for comparisons with other regions and healthcare systems.

6. The findings on age-related mortality and the impact of positive cultures on outcomes could be particularly valuable for clinicians treating severe COVID-19 cases.

7. The study's results on laboratory markers like CRP and ESR reinforce their potential role as indicators of disease severity and prognosis.

While the study has some limitations (e.g., single-center design, retrospective nature), it still provides important epidemiological and clinical data that can contribute to our overall understanding of severe COVID-19 cases and their management in intensive care settings. 
However, there are a couple of minor points that could potentially be improved:

1. The title is quite long. It could potentially be shortened while still conveying the key information.
2. The term "ARDS" (Acute Respiratory Distress Syndrome) is used without being spelled out first. While many in the medical field will understand this acronym, spelling it out might make the title more immediately clear to a broader audience.
3. The phrase "cause of death" might be redundant given that "outcomes" is already mentioned, unless there's a specific focus on causes of death beyond what would be typically included in outcomes.
You can take help from the following title for the study:
a. "Clinical Profile and Outcomes of Mechanically Ventilated COVID-19 Patients in a Saudi Arabian ICU: A Single-Center Analysis" 
b. "Mortality Predictors Among Invasively Ventilated COVID-19 Patients: Insights from a Saudi Arabian Hospital" 

c. "Epidemiological and Clinical Features of Critically Ill COVID-19 Patients Requiring Mechanical Ventilation in Asir, Saudi Arabia" 

d. "Analyzing Survival Factors in Mechanically Ventilated COVID-19 Patients: A Retrospective Study from Southern Saudi Arabia" 

e. "ICU Management and Mortality of Ventilated COVID-19 Patients: Experience from Aseer Central Hospital, Saudi Arabia" 

f. "Demographic, Clinical, and Outcome Analysis of Invasively Ventilated COVID-19 Patients in a Saudi Arabian Tertiary Care Center"

3.The abstract of the article is generally comprehensive, but there are some areas where it could be improved. Let's break it down:

Strengths:

1. It follows a structured format with clear sections: Introduction, Methods, Results, and Conclusion.

2. It provides a brief background on COVID-19 and its impact.

3. The methods section outlines the study design and approach.

4. Key results are presented, including sample size, patient characteristics, and significant findings.

5. The conclusion summarizes the main takeaways and implications of the study.

Areas for improvement:

1. The introduction could be more concise and focused on the specific aims of the study.

2. The methods section lacks details on the specific time period of the study and the inclusion/exclusion criteria.

3. The results section could be more detailed. For example: - It doesn't mention the mortality rate, which is a crucial outcome in an ICU study.

- It doesn't provide specific numbers for some findings (e.g., "Approximately half had O negative blood group").

 - Some important findings mentioned in the full text (e.g., medications used, chest X-ray findings) are not included in the abstract.

4. The conclusion is somewhat generic and could be more specific about the key findings and their implications.

5. The abstract doesn't mention any limitations of the study, which is often valuable information to include.

6. There are no numerical p-values provided for the statistically significant findings.

At last , while the abstract covers the main points of the study, it could be more comprehensive and precise in its presentation of methods and results. Adding more specific data points and refining the focus of each section would make it more informative for readers quickly assessing the paper's relevance and findings.
4.This structure is logical and allows for a clear presentation of the research. The subsections within the Results and Discussion appear to address different aspects of the findings, which is appropriate.
5.Yes, However, there are a few potential improvements:

1. A separate "Limitations" section could be added to discuss the study's constraints.

2. The Results section could benefit from clearer subheadings to organize the various types of data presented.

A "Future Directions" subsection in the Discussion or Conclusion could enhance the paper's impact.

6.
1. References are properly formatted but some of them are having link that is need to be there for all of them.

2. References are need to be properly cited, as they didn’t show the information stated as cited reference for them.


	

	Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes , it is good.

	

	Optional/General comments


	All Potential Improvements, I have stated ”if the author can improve it will have a huge impact on to article”
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	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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