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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

 
 
If you examine the Neonatal-Infant Pain Scale, most of the points are based on observations of behaviour, which can be subject to 
subjective interpretation. More objective physical parameters should be used, such as pulse rate, which has a high correlation with pain 
levels. I would add one sentence about this missing objective parameter.   

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The measurement of pain is fraught with pitfalls, and has many subjective components. The authors are to be complimented for their efforts 
to reduce the unnecessary use of opioids in surgical cases in infants. Based on just medical observations alone (less recovery time, less 
impact on respirations, less lethargy, less impact on the cardiovascular system) their approach to infant anaesthesia is laudable. Proving 
that medications produce less perceived pain in a non-verbal patient group is a daunting task. The NIPS suffers from the lack of pulse rate 
as one of the measured parameters, which is well documented in the pain literature. Perhaps the researchers can mention this flaw in the 
NIPS, and reconstruct a data set based on their pre-peri-post op pulse rates of the infants. This would take about 2 hours of chart reviews 
but would add a lot to support their thesis.  I might suggest that this could be the basis for another article on the same topic, with the appeal 
to add pulse rate to the NIPS rankings. 
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