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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 
 

 Further describe what is meant by admissions for social reasons  
 

 Create table that lists causes of mortality eg overwhelming infection/sepsis 
 

 With respect to the following statement in the discussion:  
 
The fact that one of the admitted patients signed against medical advice 
after 32 days of admission indicates that the patient did not require admission in the ICU for 
that length of time.  

 This statement cannot be made unless there is greater detail as to the the patient’s 
medical condition at time of declining further medical intervention. In addition, one 
does not know what happened to the patient when he left the hospital..he could 
have demised shortly thereafter.  

Comment noted . Admision for social reasons described 
 
Most Probable Cause of Death provided. Since Autopsy was not done for the 
patients, diagnosis was only clinical and supported by laboratory results. 
 
The person that signed against medical advice felt he was well enough to 
leave the hospital and felt he was held in the IICU unnecessarily. This 
underscores part of the reason for the study. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 Requires medical writer to proof read manuscript for language and grammar  
 Correct NIH to: National Institutes of Health  

 

Comment noted and effected. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 


