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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Somewhat true, but…..
1.
Impact of Systemic Hypothermia Degree on Postoperative Outcomes in Adult Cardiac Surgery: A Retrospective Observational Study

2.
Comparative Clinical Outcomes of Mild, Moderate, and Deep Hypothermia in Cardiopulmonary Bypass Procedures

3.
Association Between Intraoperative Temperature Strategy and Postoperative Morbidity in Adult Cardiac Surgery

Best title…….
	

	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 is informative but overly detailed in numerical reporting. It would benefit from clearer emphasis on statistically significant versus non-significant findings and more cautious wording in the conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Somewhat true
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Several 2025 references are cited despite the study period ending in 2024. Publication dates should be verified to avoid credibility concerns. delete
	

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


	Somewhat true
However, it needs improvement; some errors can be corrected using a proofreader to raise the article's quality and make it better……
	

	Optional/General comments


	The observations must be followed carefully.
1.
Title: The title is broad and somewhat descriptive rather than analytical. Consider specifying the study design (e.g., “A Retrospective Observational Study”) to enhance scientific precision.

2.
Introduction: The historical overview is interesting but relatively long for an original research article. The section should focus more directly on the current clinical controversy and clearly state the research hypothesis.

3.
Anaesthetic Technique: The description is detailed but may be excessive for the study objective, as anaesthetic protocol was not a variable under investigation.

4.
Statistical Analysis: Use of Excel and “IPSS” (likely SPSS) should be corrected. The statistical methods lack detail (e.g., which tests were used for comparisons).

5.
Results: Data presentation is generally clear, but group 3 (deep hypothermia) has only 7 patients, limiting statistical reliability and increasing risk of type II error.

6.
Tables: Some percentages appear inconsistent (e.g., LCOS percentages do not match raw numbers). Formatting and alignment should be standardized.

References: Several 2025 references are cited despite the study period ending in 2024. Publication dates should be verified to avoid credibility concerns.

The research should be verified before publication. 
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