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The only question to ask is "critical mass". How many patients on annual bases are needed to create

close format trauma facilities. Concentration of critical care including trauma is an important issue.
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Read with great interest the article entitled "Intensive care organisation: Should there be a separate

ICU for critically injured patients?". Even though the authors have mentioned 42 references, there is

hardly any relevant data in the article. I would advise the authors to add some data supporting their

observations and recommendations to add substance to this manuscript.
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It seems that author expressed their views based on their observation with out proper analysis or

study. As they stated in the manuscript "To address this issue, we investigate our own..... We saw

that....." This leads to the weakness of this manuscript.




