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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. USG guided blocks are work of highly skilled Anaesthesiologist. For
Anaesthesiologist , training in USG guided block is always not inclusive. Here
there is no mention about the person performing blocks. wheather he/she are well
trained in USG guided blocks or blocks were done under supervision of senior
Anaesthesiologist.

2. thereis no mention about introp monitoring of vitals, analgesics requirement.
what if block has failed in any of the participant.

3. VAS for group 1is mostly >40. According to author, why this VAS was so high
| spite of having planned rescue analgesics if VAS> 40. Does it mean that post
operative pain control in group 1 was poorly controlled???

4. There is mention of reduced fentanyl dose introperatively in SABP amd ESBP
than control group. How this inference were driven?? On what basis , requirement
of fentanyl was judged introperatively. whaere is the introp data to support your
findings.

Minor REVISION comments

1. What, according to author,is the reason for high incidence of Nausea and vominting
in group 1
2. There is no mention of problem and difficulties while giving USG guided blocks.

Optional/General comments

1. why the volume of local anaesthetic was different in EPSB group vs SPB group
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