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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 
 

 
The paper is a review of the use local anesthetics by epidural insertion and the 
effectiveness and safety of its uses is well discussed.  The paper has several 
grammatical and typing mistake. In general sense it is not adjusted to journal format 
and they should correct the following mistakes: 
Title: The authors declared that effectiveness and safety of the uses of epidural 
insertion with local anesthetics and steroids is reviewed. But in the text the steroids is 
never mentioned. It is correct or your reference is opioids instead of steroids?     
 
Abstract:  The first sentence is very long and hard to understand. I recommend to put 
a dot after …..major surgeries.  

- Methodology: Pubmet is Pubmed. 
- Review Findings: what it mean LA.? There are a lot of abbreviations in the text 

that should be described (LA; CVS, GIT, NMDA; CNS; CSF; and other). 
 

INTRODUCTION: The first sentence is very long and hard to understand. I recommend 
to put a dot after …..major surgeries. 
 
EFFICACY: There is a dot before 30 (efficacy/effectiveness.30 to 50%) 
In the text the numbers of the references is with [  ] and not with (  ). Also they should 
be put before the final dot of the sentences. This should be corrected in all the text.  
There are an abuse of the upper case in the mane of the medications of other (Local 
Anesthetics, Ropivacaine, Bupivacaine, Fentanyl, Alfentanyl, Sulfentanyl, etc.. these 
words should be written in lower case.)  
Sometime the abbreviation LA appears as LA, Las or Las (The most often used method 
is epidural infusions of LA–opioid combos epidural method,by the anesthesiologist in the 
world. Their usage is based on clinical evidence that combining LAs with opioids slows the 
progression of sensory block found with just Las(17) 
Homogenize the units (sometime is mcg/mL; other microgram/mL) 
Ropivacaine and 0.125% Bupivacaine mixed with fentanyl 0.2mcg/mi Is it correct? 
CNS Toxicity: The firt sentence has not any sense. I can understand this sentence. 
CHOICE OF DRUGS: 37.5–50 mg h–1; compared with 0.2% Ropivacaine.And 
hemodynamic stability was more with ropivacaine as 
Hypotension: sensory and motor blockade, resulting in fall in blood pressureA significant 
drop in blood 
REFERENCES: The references should be fixed according to the journal format. The 
journals are in Italic, some journals are with the full mane and in a upper case.  
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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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