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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
This study protocol was made on the grounds that knee arthroscopic surgeries 
are done very commonly across the globe in recent times, but causes excessive 
post operative pain to the patient, so providing adequate post surgery pain relief 
is of utmost importance to promote early rehabilitation and discharge. The use of 
dexmedetomidine intra-articularly either as a solo drug or in a combination with 
other drugs decreases the pain associated with arthroscopic surgeries. 
Dexmedetomidine targets nociceptive receptors that are located in the periphery 
and hence the usage of dexmedetomidine as an adjuvant to Bupivacaine 
administered to the patient when the surgery ends would be an alternative and 
provide adequate analgesia. The aim of this study protocol is to compare Intra-
articular Bupivacaine vs Bupivacaine and Dexmedetomidine for prolonging post 
operative analgesia following knee arthroscopy surgery. 

The manuscript is well written, but there are several typos and 
grammatical errors in it. 
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The manuscript is well written, but there are several typos and grammatical 
errors in it. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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