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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. At first I would like to thank you for your manuscript, the general aim of the work is an interesting 
and clinically important idea.  
 
2. In the results section the author has informed the reader clearly that both groups include 40 
patients. But in table 1; we see that in group F are 24 male and 26 female (total 50) patients and in 
group R are 16 male and 14 female (total 30) patients included. I think that is an overlooked mistake. 
Please correct table 1.  
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
3. In the end of Results section, the author says: “This a single centre study, carried out in a controlled 
environment with adequate facilities, experienced practitioners and fasted patients, which makes deriving 
conclusive evidence regarding effective use of I-gel supraglottic airway device by inexperienced practitioners 
in emergency situations difficult.” This comment represents the limitation of the study very well and 
conducts the main conclusion of the study into learning curve. Thank you for that. But in the abstract 
the author still concluded about the easy learning curve “especially during a variety of emergency care 
and pre-hospital scenarios.”. Because of the limitations of the study, that part should be changed. 
4. The author made no citations in the manuscript. References? 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
Thank you for your clear language and excellent manuscript. 
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