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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write few sentences regarding the importance this 
manuscript for scientific community. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

1. This is a commonly performed surgery and they have compared the 
commonly used interventions for analgesia.  

2. This study would provide an insight about the pain management after 
total hip arthroplasty surgeries. 

 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Kindly mention it is an open label study in the title also.  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest 
addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please 
write your suggestions here. 

 

No changes required in abstract  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Yes   

Please write few sentences regarding the scientific correctness 
of this manuscript. Why do think that this manuscript is 
scientifically robust and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

This is a well planned study although having a few shortcomings as this is an 
open label trial. 
All the necessary ethical approval is taken. Study conduct is following the 
principle of declaration of Helsinki. However, clinical registry trial is missing. 
Kindly mention the clinical registration trial number. 
 

 

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

Remove older references like reference number 5,11 as they are older than 10 
years. 
Total 15 references are sufficient. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 
communications? 

 

 
 
Yes  
 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
 

1. Since it is an open label trial, how have you avoided bias? 
2. How will you explain the intraoperative fluid balance difference and what 

inference can be derived from this finding? 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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