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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
As infection remains the most common cause of acute respiratory distress syndrome,

metagenomic next-generation sequencing has potential for the diagnosis of acute

respiratory distress syndrome with unknown etiology. In this study, Xiaojuan et al

reported an acute respiratory distress syndrome case with unknown infectious etiology

which was diagnosed with metagenomic next-generation sequencing. This case is rare

and interesting. The case is described in detail. The diagnosis and treatment of the case is

reasonable, and the follow up shows the treatment is effective. The case shows that the

metagenomic next-generation sequencing may be an appropriate tool for the diagnosis

of patients with acute respiratory distress syndrome of unknown etiology after extensive

diagnostic procedures and despite empirical treatment. In this point of view, this case is

worthy for publication. The manuscript is very well written, however, a minor editing is

required. Both the language and the format of the content. Please refer to the guideline

of the journal. And the figures are too small, please make an update.
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