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Preprints, meh
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Publications with preprints — the Ebola and Zika outbreaks
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PLOS Authors Say “Yes” to Preprints

Posted December 6, 2018 by Madison Crystal in Innovation, Open Access. Open Science, Progress Update, Science
communication
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We've surpassed 1,300 preprint posts to bioRxiv!

This is an incredible milestone for us and for all of our authors who chose to opt-in to our preprint
service since we announced our partnership with Cold Spring Harbor Laboratory's bioRxiv six months
ago. We wanted to bring an easy preprint-posting option directly to the submission process for our
authors and are thoroughly excited with the results we've seen so far.

The road to preprints

As we began this journey, about 4% of our authors reported that they had posted their submission to a

preprint server. While this base remains consistent, our preprint-posting service has built upon it to offer
authors more choices. In the past six months we’ve seen an additional 14% opt-in to have PLOS post a
preprint on their behalf, indicating that 18% of our authors want to use preprints to share their research.

Sign up for PLOS Updates
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Editorial badges

© 3

Research Article

Pattern and Presentation of Vitreo-Retinal Diseases: Lessons from

a Tertiary Eye Care Centre in Nepal
Bhim Bahadur Rai* Mohan K. Shresthra Raba Thapa Rohan W. Essex Govinda Paudyal Ted Maddess

Article

Submitted 12 December 2018 « DOI: https://doi.org/10.21203/rs.2.82/v1

ABSTRACT

Background: We examined patients presenting in a tertiary eye hospital in Nepal, focussing on information for screening
and management programs for vitreo-retinal disease (VR).

Methods: We reviewed all patients presenting for the first time to the VR-clinic over ane year. We quantified patient
demography, symptoms and duration, associated systemic diseases, ophthalmological examinations, diagnostic
investigations and final diagnoses.

Results: Of the 1905 cases 1148 were males (60.3%). The 25th-percentile of ages was 29 and 38 years for males and
females respectively, indicating females presented later (p<0.0001). Hypertension was the commonest systemic disease
(40.8%), followed by diabetes (32.5%). Macular degeneration (AMD) and diabetic retinopathy (DR} affected 447 eyes
(11.8%]), and 416 eyes (10.9%) respectively. Male and female AMD and DR patients did not differ in age or disease duration,
which for DR was not correlated with severity. Asymmetry of disease severity between AMD and DR eyes was largest in
patients with one normal eye. Presenting acuity was highly asymmetric between eyes {p<0.0001) with people more often
reporting when their dominant eyes had acuity of 6/18 or worse.

Conclusions: When left to self-report patients tended to not notice visual impairment in their non-dominant eye until

This is the maost recent version of this article. Please note that this article has not completed peer-review.
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BMC In Review

B BMC Part of Springer Nature Explore Journals  Get Published  About BMC

In Review

See your manuscript's review progress with our first-of-its-kind
In Review service

Our commitment to research in progress and
openness inspires us to think about how to
help our authors in new ways. So, together
with our partners at Research Square, we've
added a new option for you when you submit
to BMC Anesthesiology, BMC Neurology,
BMC Ophthalmology, or Trials. This new

option, called In Review, gives you insight

over your manuscript’s editorial progress;
even while it's out for review.

With In Review you can:

« Track the status of your manuscript, including when reviews have been received

« Share your work with funders and others in a citeable way while it is under review, and
engage the wider community in discussion to help make your article even better
including through the Hypothes.is open annotation tool

« Demonstrate the integrity of your work with a transparent editorial checklist
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Author opt-in

S

Would you like to cite your work while your manuscript is under consideration?

By opting in to the free In Review platform, yvour paper will be posted publicly as a preprint 5o you can
showcase your work to funders and others in a citable way.

Want to know the status of your paper? In Review also gives you access to the Peer Review Timeline, which
provides on-demand access to the status of your manuscript including number of reviewers invited and number
of reports received.

Worried about sharing your work early? Don't! You'll receive a DOI which timestamps your paper so
you can claim your work as soon as possible. You can read more about In Review here. If you choose to opt
in, all versions of your manuscript will be posted as and when they are available.

By opting in to In Rewview, you confirm to us that your submission does not violate other parties” copyright or
other proprietary rights. You also confirm that vou accept our Terms of Use and licencing terms. Please let us
know if vou would like to participate in In Rewview by selecting an opticn below:

Answer
Required:

'® Please select a response Please select a response.
" ¥es, I would like to opt in and direct
Research Square to upload this material
to the In Review platform on my behalf.

'~ No, I do not wish to opt in to the In
Rewview service.
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Research Article

Comparison of non-invasive cardiac output measurement

and pulse-indicated continuous cardiac output monitoring
for determining hemodynamic parameters in patients with
critical septic shock: a prospective study

Zunzhu Li Hao Wang YunLong N
Article

Submitted 13 November 2018 - DOI: https://doi.org/10.21203/rs.1.16/v1

ABSTRACT

Objective To compare non-invasive cardiac output indicated continuous

1t (NICOM) and pul
cardiac output (PICCO) monitoring for determining hemodynamic parameters in patients with critical septic
shock and to analyze the correlation between the two technigues. Methods Patients with critical septic
shock admitted to the Department of Critical Care Medicine at Peking Union Medical College Hospital from
April to December 2015 who required hemodynamic monitering were enrolled prospectively. Cardiac
output (CO) and stroke volume variation (SVV) were measured by NICOM and PiCCO in all patients and
compared by Spearman’s correlation and Bland-Altman analyses. Trial registration: ChiCTR-00B-17014129.
Registered 24 September 2017. retrospectively registered. Results Thirty-one patients were included in the
study (19 males and 12 females, mean age + standard deviation, 55.5 + 18.1 years), with a mean Acute
Physiology and Chronic Health Evaluation Il (APACHE II) score of 22.7:6.1. There was no significant
difference in CO measured by the NICOM and PiCCO methods (5.10 4.35, 6.50 L/min vs. 4.89 4.34, 6.23 L/min;
P > 0.05). However, SVV measured by NICOM was significantly higher than that measured by PiCCO {13.00
11.00, 1 vs. 12,00 9.00, 15.00; P = 0.009). CO and SVV determined by NICOM and PiCCO were significantly
correlated according to Spearman’s correlation analysis (CO: R = 0.904, P < 0.001, 95% confidence interval
0.932-1.135; SVW: R = 0.841, P < 0.001, 95% confidence interval 0.601-0.786). Bland-Altman analysis
revealed a bias in mean CO of 0.21 L/min (P = 0.0032) and limits of agreement of -1.12 to 1.54 L/min; and a
bias in mean SVV of 1.56 (P < 0.0001) and limits of agreement of -2.56 to 5.68. Conclusions Hemodynamic

parameters monitored by NICOM and PiCCO differed in patients with critical septic shock, but the
correlation between the two methods was good. Use of non-invasive NICOM may therefore help to reduce
complications associated with invasive procedures.

Keywords: Septic shock; Non-invasive cardiac output measurement; Cardiac output; stroke volume
variation

FIGURES -

Journal status

About Research Square  Contact Us

& INTEGRITY CHEC

Share the most recent version:

¥ = f in

This is the most recent version of this article. Please note that this article has not completed peer-review.

Article level metrics
PDF Downloads: 1
HTML Views: 47 =]

Review history —
updated in real time
whenever there is a
status change

Peer Review Timeline

[H—Version 1

Submitied 13 Nov, 2018

No community comments 5o
far

Reviewer #1 agreed
On 17 How, 2018

6 reviewer(s) invited

frstinvitation sent on 14 Nov, 2018,

Editor assigned
o0 11 Nov. 2018

Editor invited
0106 Nov, 2018.

Submission checks complete
51 06 Now, 2018

Subject Areas

Internal ine Spe

SPRINGER NATURE

'tt{és://www.researchsquare.com/company/pubIishers/pre—puincation-pIatform


https://www.researchsquare.com/company/publishers/pre-publication-platform

Author view

Full Peer Review History:
Updated as soon as a review
or decision is received

6 RESEARCH SQUARE peShboard Da

ACCEPTED | JOURNAL:BMCCANCER | € @ V) INTcGRITY CHECK: PASSED
Poor prognosis of nucleophosmin overexpression in solid ti:iors: Suggest Reviewers: Allows
a meta—analysis :I::istiz:?r comment on the most recent d Ut.hOFS to'sugg'est '
’ reviewers if their paper is
Dr. Siying Chen Hairong He Yan Wang Leichao Liu YangLiu Haisher rou Yalin Dong Jun Lyu B f i he|d up

This is a priys# page for the most recent version o cle visible only to you.

Article Peer Review Timeline Suggest Reviewers

Reader comments
incorporated into the
Bl Vel rewew package sent
SThminedZHAug.mla tO ed|tor

¢ Community comments: 7

ES Published
reported a potential value of NPM acted as a biomarker for prognosis in various solid tumors, but the results were ‘ 0n20 Aug, 2018

Peer Review Timeline
ABSTRACT

Background: Nucleophosmin is a non-ribosomal nucleolar phosphoprotein that is found primarily in the nucleolus
region of cell nucleus, plays multiple important roles in tumor processes. Accumulated previous studies have
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Research Article

Comparison of non-invasive cardiac output measurement
and pulse-indicated continuous cardiac output monitoring

for determining hemodynamic parameters in patients with

critical septic shock: a prospective study

Zunzhu Li Hao Wang Yun Long Na Cui
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Article
Submitted 13 November 2018 « DOI: https://doi.org/10.21203/rs.1.16/v1
ersion
This is the most recent version of this article. Please note that this article has not completed peer-review.

Article level metrics

ABSTRACT
PDF Downloads: 1
HTML Views: 47

Objective To compare non-invasive cardiac output (NICOM) and pulse-indicated

cardiac output (PiCCO) ing for ining hemodynamic paral s in patients with critical septic

shock and to analyze the correlation between the two techniques. Methods Patients with critical septic
shock admitted to the Department of Critical Care Medicine at Peking Union Medical College Hospital from
April to December 2015 who required hemodynamic monitoring were enrolled prospectively. Cardiac
output (CQO) and stroke volume variation (SYV) were measured by NICOM and PICCO in all patients and
compared by Spearman’s correlation and Bland-Al analyses, Trial ChiCTR-O0B-17014129.
Registered 24 September 2017. retrospectively registered. Results Thirty-one patients were included in the
study (19 males and 12 females, mean age * standard deviation, 55.5 = 18.1 years), with a mean Acute

Physiology and Chronic Health Evaluation Il (APACHE I1) score of 22,7+6.1. There was na significant
difference in CO measured by the NICOM and PiCCO methods (5.10 4.35, 6.50 L/min vs. 4.89 4.34, 6.23 L/min;
P> 0.05). However, SYV measured by NICOM was significantly higher than that measured by PICCO (13.00
11.00, 16.00 vs. 12,00 9.00, 15.00; P = 0.009). CO and SVV determined by NICOM and PiCCO were significantly
correlated according to Spearman’s correlation analysis (CO: R =0.804, P < 0.001, 95% confidence interval
0.932-1135; SW: R = 0.841, P < 0.001, 95% confidence interval 0.601-0.786). Bland-Altman analysis
revealed a bias in mean CO of 0.21 L/min (P = 0.0032) and limits of agreement of ~1.12 to 1.54 L/min; and a
bias in mean SWV of 1.56 (P < 0.0001) and limits of agreement of -2.56 te 5.68. Conclusions Hemodynamic
parameters monitored by NICOM and PiCCO differed in patients with eritical septic shock, but the
correlation between the two methods was good. Use of non-invasive NICOM may therefore help to reduce
complications associated with invasive procedures.

Keywords: Septic shock; Non-invasive cardiac output measurement; Cardiac output; stroke volume
variation
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Eli Pradhan - 17 December 2018

The comments are below

Abstract: In the background part, it is written screening. However, | feel Screening part should be omitted and
use appropriate word ( Is it screening as all pts are already seen by General Ophthalmologist in the general
clinic and referred to Special clinic?)

Methodology: Please mention what type of study is this? Cross sectional? Retrospective? Prospective. Type of
study is lacking.

IRC no 10/2018; Is it back dated?

Results show 41.2% from kathmandu, probably it is better to mention the reason for it.

Conclusion: Is the data of education status pf the patients taken? Can we comment on education if there is no
data taken?

Thank you for providing me the opportunity

Dr Eli Pradhan, MD, MRSCEd, Consultant Medical Retina

Reply to comment - Flag for moderation

Bhim B. Rai - 18 December 2018

@ Dear Dr. Pradhan,
Thank you so much for your valuable input. | am replying to your comments point wise:
1. Abstract: We have mentioned screening because not all patients were referred by the general
ophthalmologists, and the retinal specialists would surely screened them for correct diangoses.
2. Methodology: we have mentioned retrospective study in the method section, sub-section setting. |
agree it is not obvious and we needed to create separate paragraph. We are waiting for the reviewers'
comments and surely consider your feedback in improving our maniscript.
3. This retrograde study is the analysis of the existing data. So the clearance was given then for data
collection and again renewed vide letter number TIO-IRC Ref: 10/2018.
4, Majority (54.5%) of patients were from Nepal outsied Kathmandu and only 41.2% were from within
Kathmandu. This indicates patients travel to TIO from all over Nepal to access the treatment at TIO
reflecting the high quality of patient care an mandgement. [ we mentioned this in our draft but had to
delete it due to word limit].
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