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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 and objective  
1. This study was to investigate the 

usefulness of blood gas and ammonia 
levels in the early diagnosis of metabolic 
disorders, but the metabolic disorders in 
the patients studied were not mentioned. 
This is no doubt a major fundamental flaw 
in this study. Clinical signs/symptoms 
cannot replace specific diagnosis. The 
results of the screening tests should be 
linked to specific metabolic disorders, this 
being the only way they can be used for 
early detection the suspected metabolic 
disorder. 

2. What for instance, was the diagnosis in the 
patients that had elevated ammonia levels? 

3. How was blood collected for blood gas 
analysis? This was not stated. 

4. The discussions have not adequately 
addressed the findings from this study. On 
the other hand, a lot of reference is made to 
previous studies. The first 2 paragraphs of 
the discussions are not particularly focused 
on study findings.  

5. Cases were supposedly age-and sex-
matched with controls; how do we 
reconcile this with the number of cases (50) 
and controls (20)? 

6. The discussion on the relationship of blood 
levels of ammonia with blood gas 
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components is not explicit.   The relevance 
of the correlation graphs is not clearly 
explained. 

7. The language needs to be improved upon to 
ensure that the intended message is well 
communicated to the target audience 

 
Minor  REVISION comments 
 

1. Revealed is spelt as ‘reviled’  repeatedly 
2. Computed tomography not ‘topography ’ 
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