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Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript need major revision: The title is inappropriate.  
The manuscript not systematic review, but rather is original article that should be rewritten.  
The title should be changes as well as the whole concept of the manuscript.  
The main characteristic of ketamin is well defined as well as its usage at ED.  
The authors do not explain something new but the topic is still emerge.  
Therefore, I suggest to change the concept of the manuscript and add systemic review of 
the other literature. 
If the authors want to keep current format of the manuscript, it should be extensively 
corrected. The citation in the texts is missing, the hypothesis, the ethical principles.  
The ethical approval is missing. The tables should be rewritten. 
The conclusion is too long.   
The manuscript need extensive language editing.  
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