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BMJ Open publishes all reviews undertaken for accepted manuscripts. Reviewers are asked to 

complete a checklist review form (http://bmjopen.bmj.com/site/about/resources/checklist.pdf) and 

are provided with free text boxes to elaborate on their assessment. These free text comments are 

reproduced below.   
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VERSION 1 - REVIEW 

REVIEWER J. Duranteau 
Department of Anesthesia and Intensive Care, Bicêtre Hospital, 
Hôpitaux universitaires Paris-Sud, Université Paris-Sud, Assistance 
Publique - Hôpitaux de Paris, 78, rue du Général Leclerc, 94275 Le 
Kremlin Bicêtre, France 

REVIEW RETURNED 17-Jan-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS The aim of the present study is to investigate changes seen in the 
microcirculation of patients following trauma hemorrhagic shock and 
to assess its response to resuscitation. This protocol is very 
interesting and can substantially increase the understanding of the 
behaviour of the microcirculation during the hemorrhagic shock.  
To improve the protocol description, I would suggest to:  
1/ To clearly state the primary objective  
2/ To state the secondary endpoints  
3/ To indicate the number of patients to be included. This point is 
crucial because the inclusion criteria are very broad and the severity 
of the hemorrhagic shock could be highly variable.  
4/ To state the statistical analysis 

 

REVIEWER John Moore 
Sunshine Coast Institute for Critical Care Research  
Department of Intensive Care  
Nambour Hospital  
Queensland, Australia 

REVIEW RETURNED 03-Feb-2016 

 

GENERAL COMMENTS This project aims to address the important issue of the phases of 
illness in hemorrhagic shock and the associations with subsequenct 
organ failure. It has a pragmatic approach to the recruitment and 
data acquisition of participants and is utlising the key techologies for 
assessment of macro and microcirculatory parameters. I will be 
interested in the results of this study.  
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VERSION 1 – AUTHOR RESPONSE 

Many thanks for the reviewers' comments. Please see below our point-by-point responses the the 

comments. Tracked changes are also included in the main manuscript upload.  

 

Comment 1/ To clearly state the primary objective  

 

Response: We have now added a paragraph to clearly state the primary objective – this is placed at 

the end of the “BACKGROUND” section.  

 

Comment 2/ To state the secondary endpoints  

 

Response: The “Outcomes” section of the “METHODS” has now been divided into primary and 

secondary outcomes for greater clarity.  

 

Comment 3/ To indicate the number of patients to be included. This point is crucial because the 

inclusion criteria are very broad and the severity of the hemorrhagic shock could be highly variable.  

 

Response: A new paragraph has been added to the “METHODS” which states the rationale for the 

number of patients.  

 

Comment 4/ To state the statistical analysis  

 

Response: A new paragraph has been added to the “METHODS” section to state the statistical 

analysis. 
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