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Minor REVISION comments 
 

The author gave the title:’ Comparative Study Of Safety And Efficacy Of Three 
Different Doses Of Fentanyl On Hemodynamic Response To Laryngoscopy And 
Tracheal Intubation In Patients Under General Anaesthesia’ and performed a complex 
study. There are necessary very small corrections and I marked them with red color in text 
(see the following pages: 1, 2, 4, 7and 10) . 
The paper is good.  
I think it is better to move the tables and the figures  before “Conclusions” and 
“References”. Every table must be discussed in few words/ one sentence. “References” 
must be positioned at the end of the paper. 
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