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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS
The authors are requested to resubmit. Quite blunt hypotheses was presented hence

requested to sharpen the acquisitions and claims in stronger manner within the

manuscript. The original findings should have been presented more accurately thereby

suggested to resubmit and present the data to support the hypothesis. Limitations are

not mentioned by the authors and impact on clinical practice also has to be mentioned

by the authors in discussion section. 1. Reduce the size of the background to one or

two sentences. Modify the aim of the study as per the hypotheses considered before

starting the search in pubmed. Mention the aim in one or two sentences. In introduction

section explain the importance of the study in detail but not more than a page. Try to

keep the size of this article below 8000 words. 2. Please provide a systematic review

flow chart explaining the inclusion and exclusion criteria. 3. Reasons for exclusion and

inclusion criteria with number of literatures should be mentioned both in flowchart and

methodology sections. 4. The articles excluded need not to be provided in reference

section, include only 74 articles and other references used in the manuscript. 5. In the

discussion section justify your findings with reasons. Add atleast one limitation of this

study in the discussion section. 6. Reduce the size of the manuscript to 60 pages

maximum and resubmit. 7. E-cig smoker’s data is not required in this study. 8. The

methods section’s size in the abstract has to be reduced. 9. Statistical analysis section has

to be added in the main body as a heading and with a sentence in the abstract methods

section explaining procedure followed to analysis. Mention the highest and lowest

significant values considered in this study. Mention the tools used for statistical analysis.

Verify if the Journal has specific list of tools used for data analysis. 10. Mention the key

findings with statistical values in the result section of abstract. Only statistically

significant findings has to be presented in abstract. 11. Please refer the Journal’s



3

standard procedure of manuscript preparation. 12. Mention only the key words with

which maximum search results were obtained in pubmed, no need to mention all the

words. 13. For tables and graph plot provide only the study characteristics, results

obtained among various groups and Forest plot results. Statistical significance should be

highlighted in bold. 14. Please be specific if you have included studies from America,

Europe, and Australia. Asian articles can be excluded completely. When you speak

about America I hope Canadian studies are included, as I can see Brazilian studies are

included but not Canadian studies. If the literature not found mention it accordingly in

the search result section. 15. At the same time studies conducted in Israel are included

which is incorrect procedure of systematic review as it do not matches with the

statement provided in the title. Article from Israel can be excluded. If you include it

please mention the reason as it is an Asian country. 16. Please send only one reference

list in next manuscript, at present multiple reference list is provided which is confusing.

17. You have to show the statistical significance among groups or studies matching your

hypothesis or else mention that your hypothesis and findings are not matching post

analysis. For that mention the key findings in the abstract results section. 18. Please

refer a previously published article in this journal (Systematic review and meta-analysis)

before resubmitting. 19. Comorbidities are causing deaths in COVID-19 patients,

smoking does not have any relevance with deaths, it is a well known fact and in 2002-03

a SARS-CoV study showed similar results in smokers. 20. Please explain if you mean

that non smokers without comorbidities are at high risk than smokers without

comorbidities. Mention this in abstract with statistical significance. The progression of

SARS-CoV-2 pneumonia from hospitalization to ICU admission to death is due to

comorbidities and not due to smoking. Hospitalization occurs due to pneumonia and

pneumonia exacerbates due to presence of comorbidities. 21. In the tables mention the

study as Niedzwiedz et al., 2020. Present the tables related to your hypothesis or aim of
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your study, 17 tables cannot be included. 22. In the study characteristics Figure 1.

section add a column for comorbidities. Present the statistical significance properly to

further consider this article for publication. 23. The language should be short and

precise.
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Thanks for your responses. I could not find the systematic review flow chart where as in

your response you have mentioned that you have introduced the flow chart. Without the

flow chart this article cannot be considered for publication. Such a huge article doesn't

makes any sense.
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