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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. 
 

Postop pain management is complex and is a headache to perioperative physicians. Choice of 
analgesic in parturients depends upon lots of factors. Vitamin C is coming up as a good 
adjuvants to manage post operative pain. 

 

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

 

Study population is missing 

COMPARISON OF POST-OPERATIVE RESCUE ANALGESIA BETWEEN ANALGESICS ALONE 

AND ANALGESICS-ASCORBIC ACID REGIMEN IN PARTUIRENTS UNDERGOING CAESAREAN 

SECTION UNDER SPINAL ANAESTHESIA  IN ABAKALIKI, SOUTH-EAST NIGERIA 

 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
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points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

Needs to look upon few things? Please refer to attached file in tack change.  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Seems to be appropriate  

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. 

Need to clarify few points: 
1. Trail of comparative study 
2. If trial: trial registry number: I think it is prospective randomized comparative study 
3. Sampling? Systematic random sampling? More explanation needed 
4. Randomization process not mention properly 
5. Exclusion criteria not mentioned 
6. SPSS 26 version is paid?? 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
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References are sufficient but only 8 references are of after 2019. Few more recent and relevant 
articles would be better. 
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