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Review Form 1.6

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
Discussion seems to shallow, if possible, better to elaborate you finding using other studies that
corroborates your outcome variables.

Minor REVISION comments
This manuscript is high quality for publication after minor revision.
The title is relevant as to me.
The title and abstract cover the main aspect of the work and informative.
The introduction section provides background information relevant to the study.
The results are novel and data generated seems plausible.
The methods are clear and results match with the methods
The manuscript is full of typo-grammatical errors which needs suitable amendment. Some
mistakes are as follow
- Avoid extra space-‘reducing bleeding during....... ’
- Correct 200 ugm’ as ‘200 pg’, 2ugm/kg’, as ‘2 ug/kg’
> Except percent a unit should be kept after a space next to number: 2ugm/kg, 3mg/kg,
10mg/bolus, 60-75mmHg...... Amend such terms consistently.
2 Better to present finding and score in tabulation format.
2 The conclusion was done in parallel to findings entertained.

QOO0 O

Reference: references have the correct style. Better to incorporate the ‘DO’ of the article cited in
the reference list.

Optional/General comments

v I would like to recommend to use automated reference managing soft wares such as
Mendeley, Endnote...

v Better to insert captions for tables and figures in the manuscript and should be cross
referenced in the text.
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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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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