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SPECIFIC COMMENTS TO AUTHORS 

The manuscript presents a systematic review and meta-analysis aimed at evaluating the 

dosage, safety, and efficacy of dexamethasone in severe COVID-19 cases. The authors 

have provided a comprehensive background and a clear rationale for the study, given 

the conflicting results from previous studies on the optimal dosage of corticosteroids in 

the treatment of COVID-19. The aim and methodology of the research are well-defined, 

and the use of the Cochrane Risk of Bias Tool and the Newcastle-Ottawa scale for quality 

assessment is commendable. Overall, the paper demonstrates good quality. However, 

there are some recommendations to enhance adherence to the PRISMA guidelines and 

improve the reporting of the systematic review: 1. The title clearly reflects the content of 

the review. However, the identify the report as a systematic review should be added. 

Moreover, it is unclear if an abstract checklist was used as recommended by PRISMA 

2020. The abstract should be structured to include all essential elements such as 

background, objectives, data sources, study eligibility criteria, participants, interventions, 

study appraisal, synthesis methods, results, limitations, conclusions, and implications of 

key findings. 2. It would be beneficial to include a brief discussion on the importance of 
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the dosage in the pharmacodynamics of dexamethasone and its relevance to COVID-19 

treatment outcomes in the Introduction. 3. The manuscript mentions adherence to the 

PRISMA guidelines; however, it would be beneficial to include the PRISMA checklist. 4. 

It is recommended to discuss the limitations of the included studies and the review 

process itself, as well as potential biases and the impact on the robustness of the 

conclusions drawn. 5. It would be beneficial to explicitly state whether the findings 

support or challenge current clinical guidelines. 6. The manuscript should be checked for 

grammatical and typographical errors to enhance readability.  

 


