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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 Interesting article, | liked it very much, it requires minor corrections
Minor REVISION comments Abstract : Articaine group (206.50 = 9.34) than Ropivacaine group (318.30 + 43.21)- please specify the units, is it

seconds or minutes?

Materials: Pulse oximeter (EZ-LIFE) and Sphygmomanometer (Diamond BPLD123), pulp tester (Yusendent)- please
add the producer and country of origin.
Figure 3 - No data on the Y axis is it time in seconds or minutes?

Mean pulse rate was less in Articaine group (77.90 + 2.72) than Ropivacaine group (90.10 + 4.01) at immediate time
period. Mean pulse rate was less in Articaine group (80.10 + 2.37) than Ropivacaine group (91.50 + 4.03) at post-
operative time period - please add BPM(beats per minute), as the unit of measure.

Literature: 20 and 5, Kopacz DJ at al- the same article is given as items 5 and 20, please correct, this will change the
numbering throughout the manuscript
Krzeminski TF et al. position 6 and 26 see upper comment, the same manuscript
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