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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. Strange design and weird study. Succinylcholine and thiopental sodium are totally 

different medications. They work differently and have different mechanism, 
different effects. Should have compared and studied either propofol with thiopental 
or succinylcholine with rocuronium. There is no comparison between 
succinylcholine and thiopental sodium. It is like compare apple and orange. There 
is no comparison at all! 

2. There are lots of grammar errors or wrong wording. For example, age not range in 
the criteria section. 

3. In Table 1, there are wrong P values. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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