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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. Inclusion criteria does not mention types of gyenacological surgeries which were
included in study. Different procedures have different duration and different post
operative pain.

2. If different surgeries were included, were they equally divided in two study
groups? Otherwise result will get differ according to type of procedure and duration
of procedures.

3. There are no enough supportive references mentioned showing efficacy of iv
nalbuphine over iv butorphanol. Need to mention more references

Minor REVISION comments

1. |If sedation score was 3 or more, how accurate is the VAS score given by patient
under the influence of sedation. How did you assess pain in that condition?
2. What measures were taken if patient mentioned VAS >4, that is not mentioned.

Optional/General comments

1. No graphical data provided.
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