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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The manuscript is interesting, and the issue has been in focus of researchers for many 
years. The study has limitation that should be addressed to improve the whole study. The 
number of the patients is far too low. The inclusion criteria of the patients are too different, 
the surgeries patient underwent are too different. The study protocol should be more 
precise. The anaesthesia procedure should be the same for each patient included in the 
study, or at least in the group. Therefore, I suggest running the study but be more specific 
and precise for the inclusion criteria, for the anaesthesia procedure, for the number of the 
patients that should be far more than 45.  
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