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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

Best if you can also include the detailed (piture/table) of
the used scoring systems.

Also would be best if you can give timeline (figures) of
what you did during the study.

On results section, please omit the majority sentences.
Readers can easily conclude from the description.

I suggest to change paragraphs from line 194 to 248 into
a table of distribution, and explain in some sentences
only,

Please make a sum or total number of participants of
each group in Table 1. From eyeballing, it seems like the
distribution of Group A and B are not equal.

Table 2 and 3: Patient identity, please change to Group.
Mean and Standard deviation in 1 table into Mean + SD.
0.00is <0.001

Table 2 and 3 in landscape paper (too crowded for
portrait paper).

The pain score sheet has been provided

The magjority sentences has been removed

Changes have been made

The sum or total have been provided

Patient Identity has been changed to Group
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Minor REVISION comments

[ wonder why Fentanyl as pre-emptive analgesia was
given only in study group?
Line 180 : Ramsay, NOT Ramsey

Tables: inconsistency N or count?
Table 1:Pain intensity: capital or no capital?

Because pain was consciously assessed and
monitored using pain scales which was not done
for the control group.

The correction has been done.

All has been changed to N

Optional /General comments

The authors of this manuscript wish to
thank the editor and the reviewer of this
manuscript for their effort to ensure
perfection of this manuscript. The points
raised by the reviewer are valid and very
important for this manuscript. Attempt has
been made by the authors to correct al the
points that were raised by the reviewer.
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