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1 Original submission 3 comments · 22 Feb 2024 – 14 Mar 2024

Referee 1 Reviewer MINOR REVISION 22 Feb 2024

Dear Editor

I would like to inform you that the manuscript could be considered for publication subject to the following

comments.

1- The study setting should be introduced in the abstract and the text.

2- The descriptive statistics for Kaplan-Meier analysis, including median survival, should be reported in the

results section.

3- How do the authors assess the proportional hazards assumption?

4- Since the authors have included the percentage symbol at the top of the column in the tables, there is no

need to add the % sign to the numbers.

5- Please delete the background of the figure.

6- Please report the hazard ratios with two decimal places, not three.

Referee 2 Reviewer ACCEPT 22 Feb 2024

Well-written manuscript

Associate Editor MINOR REVISION 14 Mar 2024

Dear author

Thanks for submitting your manuscript to this journal. We read this manuscript with interest.

Please respond to the reviewer's comment:

Reviewer 4: I would like to inform you that the manuscript could be considered for publication subject to the

following comments.

1- The study setting should be introduced in the abstract and the text.

2- The descriptive statistics for Kaplan-Meier analysis, including median survival, should be reported in the

results section.

3- How do the authors consider the proportional hazards assumption?

4- As the authors have included the percentage symbol in the tables' top column, there is no need to add the %

sign to the numbers.

5- Please delete the background of the figure.

6- Please report the hazard ratios with two decimal places, not three.

Decision: accept with minor revision

Best Regard

Associate reviewer
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2

Revision 1

A U T H O R S '  RE S P O N S E  TO  R E V IE W E RS

Authors' reply to reviewers

The next pages contain the authors' point-by-point reply to the comments of this

revision round, as submitted with the revised manuscript. It is published as the

authors wrote it.
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Dear Editor-in-Chief

Thank you very much for reviewing our manuscript. We also greatly appreciate the reviewers for their 
complimentary comments and suggestions. We have carried out the changes that the reviewers suggested 
and revised the manuscript accordingly. Please find attached a point-by-point response to reviewer’s 
concerns. We hope that you find our responses satisfactory and that the manuscript is now acceptable for 
publication.

Reviewers' Comments:

Reviewer 1:

well-written manuscript.

Thank you.

Reviewer 2:

Dear author

Thanks for submitting your manuscript to pedinfect journal.

I read this manuscript with interest.

We would like to thank you for your positive comment.

Reviewer 3:

Dear Editor

I would like to inform you that the manuscript could be considered as a potential publication subject to the  
following comments.

1- The study setting should be introduced in the abstract and the text.

Thank you. The study setting was added and highlighted.  

2- The descriptive statistics on Kaplan- mier including the median of survival should be reported in the 
result section.

Based on your recommendation, descriptive statistics on Kaplan- Meier including the median of survival 
are reported in the result section.

3- How do the authors consider the proportionality of hazard assumption?  

While we appreciate your valuable feedback, proportional hazards regression modeling is not used in our 
report, instead, Cox regression analysis was used for survival analysis.
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4- As the authors stated the symbol of percentage in the top column in the tables, there is no need to add  
the % sign for the numbers.

Based on your recommendation, the changes were done in Table 1-3 and highlighted.

5- Please delete the background of the figure.

Based on your recommendation, the background of the figure was deleted. 

6- Please report the hazard ratios with two decimal places, not three.

Based on your recommendation, two decimals were used.

Associate Editor's Comments:

Associate Editor 1:

Dear author

Thanks for submitting your manuscript to this journal. We read this manuscript with interest.

Please answer to reviewer's comment:

Reviewer 4: I would like to inform you that the manuscript could be considered as a potential publication 
subject to the following comments.

1- The study setting should be introduced in the abstract and the text.

2- The descriptive statistics on Kaplan- mier including the median of survival should be reported in the 
result section.

3- How do the authors consider the proportionality of hazard assumption?

4- As the authors stated the percentage symbol in the tables' top column, there is no need to add the % 
sign for the numbers.

5- Please delete the background of the figure.

6- Please report the hazard ratios with two decimal places, not three.

Decision: accept with minor revision

Best Regard
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We would like to thank you and all of reviewers for their times and valuable point of views. As we 
explained above by detail, all necessary changes were performed accordingly. I hope you find them 
satisfactory.

Best Regards
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2 Revision 1 2 comments · 10 May 2024 – 10 May 2024

Referee 1 Reviewer ACCEPT 10 May 2024

Dear Editor

I would like to inform you that the manuscript has been amended as expected. However, the authors need to

consider the following comments:

1- The study setting (location, city, hospital) was not stated clearly.

2- The "proportional hazard assumption" is a requirement to run the Cox regression model. Accordingly, the

authors' response to this comment was not appropriate.

Reviewer,

Associate Editor ACCEPT 10 May 2024

Dear Editor

I want to inform you that the manuscript has been amended as expected. However, the authors need to

consider the following comments:

1- The study setting (location, city, hospital) was not stated clearly.

2- The "proportional hazard assumption" is a requirement for running the Cox regression model. Accordingly,

the authors' response to this comment was not appropriate.

sincerely you
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