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	Author’s Feedback (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.


	Generally well-written systematic review on an important topic in ICU practice. The message that deep sedation increases delirium without improving short-term mortality is clear and aligns with current guideline thinking. However, there are some methodological and internal consistency issues, and some problems with outcome reporting and wording, that should be addressed before the manuscript is suitable for publication.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is accepted and well designed 
	

	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.


	The abstract may require revision because It is not fully comprehensive in its current form (due to missing key information about methods and inconsistent reporting of results)
.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Some issues regarding manuscript need to be corrected and well stated, the major issues include: 
1- In the Introduction and Methods, Authors state that the main outcomes are delirium, coma duration, cognitive outcomes, and neurologic mortality, and in one place they list 3 primary outcomes: delirium, coma duration, and hospital mortality.

But in the Results, Authors present delirium, long-term neurological/psychological impairment, and hospital mortality, but coma duration is not reported at all. They should clarify which outcomes are primary vs secondary and ensure complete consistency between: Objectives, Methods, Abstract, Results and Discussion.

2- Authors state that 11 studies (N = 31,426) were included, but Table 1 and the narrative text effectively describe more distinct datasets (e.g., SPICE III and its sub-study, follow-up cohorts). It is not completely clear which unique cohorts are counted in the quantitative synthesis.
3- manuscript mixes between RCTs and observational studies, but not fully explained how they were pooled.
4- The Discussion repeatedly calls deep sedation an (independent risk factor) for delirium and long-term outcomes. However: Only some of the evidence is randomized, Observational data are at risk of residual confounding, and the meta-analyses are largely unadjusted for confounders.

Minar issues include: 

1- Section 3.4 is titled “Association Between Sedation Depth and In-Hospital Delirium” again, but the content relates to mortality. This should be corrected to “Association Between Sedation Depth and Hospital Mortality” to avoid confusion.

2- Authors state that funnel plots and Egger’s tests were used when >10 studies were available, but later analyses include ≤7 studies per outcome.!
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	A careful language edit will improve the professionalism of the manuscript.
(A few typos (e.g., ereby instead of hereby; from the database instead of from database inception) and slightly emphatic formulations (remarkable finding) could be toned down.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)


	


Reviewer details:

Majid Fakhir Alhamaidah, Alayen Iraqi University, Iraq

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


