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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?  
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
Revision comments: The authors describe a rare but devastating syndrome 
that is potentially avoidable. Hence, every clinician irrespective of the field 
should be aware of this syndrome 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
Revision comments: Can be modified to “Nicolau Syndrome: An 
Iatrogenic Drug Reaction Caused by Bupivacaine Injection as Spinal 
Anaesthesia: A description of 2 cases and literature review 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Revision comments: Yes 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

Revision comments: Yes 
 

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 
Revision comments: Yes 
 

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 
additional references, please mention in the review form. 

Revision comments: Yes 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
Revision comments: Additional suggestions: clinical photographs of the 
lesions and biopsy slides/findings will make the manuscript more robust 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

1. I congratulate the authors for describing a rare disease nicely. 
2. Sentences like “Idiopathic is the exact pathology” should be avoided, but to 
write that exact pathophysiology is not known 
3. Term “idea” better be changed to “hypothesis’. 
4. “are most likely the primary mechanisms” 
5. “who had been experiencing” to “who had dysmenorrhea” 
6. 2.1 Case 1 , first sentence is a sentence fragment , kindly write a short 
sentences that are complete 
7. “Following negative aspiration, a 0.125% BUPIVACAINE injection was 
recommended and advised for the monitor vitals and was administered gently over 
ten minutes.” Please rewrite for clarity 
8. Please avoid long sentences, small clear sentences are much easier to read 
and understand 
9. Please avoid passive voice, although its not a rule. 
10. “keep in mind.” Please change to “remember” 
11. Please avoid informal words. 
12. The manuscript needs a little refinement regarding grammar and English 
language 
13. Please provide clinical photographs of the patients’ lesions 
14. Please avoid unnecessary capital letters 

15. Was skin biopsy done for any of the patients? Kindly tell the findings if done. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
Revision comments: Needs minor revision regarding language/English 
quality 
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