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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 
 

This is poorly written article. Language need lots of revision and correction. 
For example 

1. In introduction: The main disadvantage of mask ventilation is hyperventilation and not 
hypoventilation, and itis aspiration of gastric contents not gastric fluid inhalation 

2. Exclusion criteria should include all full stomach patients 
3. Standard monitoring should include ETCO2, SpO2 
4. Doses of f entanyl as analgesic and propofol are wrongly coated 
5. Propofol induction end point is loss of verbal response and not ciliiart reflex 
6. The volume of the stomach is evaluated by the surgeon after introduction of the camera and qualified as low, 

medium or large, justifying the use of a gastric probe. Reference should be given on this point 
7. Exploitation of results is wrong English. It could be extrapolation 
8. Comparision of three group data cannot be done by student t test. Needs ANOVA 
9. Discussion needs to rewritten. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Bhawana Rastogi 
Department, University & Country Swami Vivekanand Subharti University, India 
 


