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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS

The authors present a study on the complications of central venous catheters that is of
scientific interest, with analysis of a large sample of patients. It would be interesting to
have further information on some aspects of the study: was ultrasound guidance used
for catheter insertion? If so, what was the impact on the occurence of complications?
What were the criteria used when choosing the site of catheter insertion for each patient?
Table 2, which present the most important results regarding complications, could be
improved by presenting the percentages regarding each site of insertion instead of the
total number of patients. In the abstract conclusion, the authors suggest a preference for
catheterization of the subclavian vein, while in the conclusion of the manuscript, internal
jugular vein is suggested as being the safest site of punction. Writing in the english
language also needs reviewing, so the results of this very interesting study can be

presented in a clear manner.
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The authors have made significant improvements in the manuscript. In the abstract
conclusion, it is stated that jugular vein catheters have lower infection rates than the
others. In the results section, however, the rate of infection in subclavian vein catheters

was lower than in jugular insertion.



