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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 a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

Concepts of newer SADs in general anaesthesia are practiced over past 6 to 8 years and it is 
upcoming in most of the institutes. Though the aspiration is still persisting with the use of 
SADs, newer SADs with its added advantages are in vast usage in clinical practice. Clinical 
acumen and scientifically challenging cases are done using newer SADS. 

 

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

 

Yes  

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

 

Continue the same  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Summary column can be totally deleted; since it is a repition of the discussion part and it is 
needed only when it has to be presented in the thesis and no in the research article 

 

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

Novel concept emerging and in practice in many hospitals in the Asian countries. Merits and 
demerits can be highlighted only when the study process is initiated in the Indian population 
and hence this research article sounds good. 

- 

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

Are provided in sufficiency to the material worked out. - 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
Fairly acceptable. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
I congratulate the author for submitting the original research article done in the stipulated period.  
 
My suggestions/comments following the scrutiny of the manuscript includes : 
 
1. Well planned and executed research work with organised manuscript with few modifications to be 
made. 
2. Literature review presented in the introduction paragraph can be omitted; it can be discussed and 
presented in the discussion page. 
3. Summary is the repition of the discussion part and can be deleted. 
4. Referencing styles to follow according to the journal requisites. 
5. Method of randomization, concealment and blinding techniques needs to be elaborated. 
6. Dosage of Propofol is described in the ranges and which was chosen 2 mg or 3 mg? 
7. Who performed all the 90 cases – was it a consultant, faculty, senior or junior resident and how long 
they have experience with the use of this SADs? 
8. How was the intraoperative hemodynamic following CO2 insufflations and any complications 
encountered with alterations in positioning changes at the time of laparoscopy? 
9. How was the extubation response and how it was tackled? 
10. Tabular column are multiple and can be cut down to 3 to 4 tables with detailed presentation. 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: R Arun Kumar 
Department, University & Country PSG Institute of Medical Sciences and Research, India 

 
 
 
 
 


